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INDEX-DIGEST TO OPINIONS OF COMMISSION 





ACCOUNTS AND. ACCOUNTING. 
1. COMPLIANCE WITH STATE REQUIREMENTS. 


State commission’s action on a rate base value does not make issues 
unique and require unique accounting. Arkansas Power & Light Co., Pro- 
ceeding Upon Investigation Instituted Upon Order of Commission for 
Reclassification of Accounts of Public Utility 

2. Cost. 


(a) Intangibles, Amortization of. 


Commission dismisses contention that it lacks lawful authority to require 
amortization or charging off of intangibles. Commission requires the 
amortization amount of $5,176,613.91 classifiable in account 100.5. Arkan- 
sas Power & Light Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted Upon 
Order of Commission for Reclassification of Accounts of Public Utility__- 

Amortization period of 12 years is reasonable. Id--_.------__--___-_- 

Commission requires amortization charges made to account 537, Miscel- 
laneous Amortization—in accordance with general accounting practice 
under which intangible assets are amortized, or charged off, to surplus or 
to nonoperating section of income statement. Id 


3. DISPOSITION OF ACCOUNTING ADJUSTMENTS. 


(a) Excess Over Original Cost of Acquired Properties (Account 
100.5). 


Commission concludes that amount classifiable in account 100.5 repre- 
sents payment for general utility intangibles, particularly territory, fran- 
chises, and elimination of competition, something over and above original 
cost of physical properties. Arkansas Power & Light Co., Proceeding Upon 
Investigation Instituted Upon Order of Commission for Reclassification 
of Accounts of Public Utility__---~ PLB we at ein BE iaciadaielahachaeiih deems 

Commission dismisses contention that it lacks lawful authority to require 
amortization or charging off of intangibles. Commission requires the 
amortization amount of $5,176,613.91 classifiable in account 100.5. Id--_ 


(b) Reclassification. 


Commission requires, under section 301 (a) of Federal Power Act, that 
erroneous accounting entry of an excess charge to respondents’ depreciation 
reserve made in violation of Commission’s Uniform System of Accounts be 
removed therefrom and charged to earned or capital surplus account. 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted 
Upon Order of Commission for Reclassification of Accounts of Public 
CT ORI wnsnsstiteiianitciatttihtaismsthicttalaleicte iliac dibhdipeiticclaeattlapab ich sittaliahly thei teliai dbntdcile tata 


(c) Write-ups and Miscellaneous Items Classified in Account 107. 


Commission finds that of stipulated excess over original cost, $6,247,- 
200.04, amount of $1,070,586.13 does not represent actual cost, but consists 
of write-ups to plant account arising in affiliated company transactions, 
which write-ups are classified in account 107, Electric Plant Adjustments ; 
the balance, $5,176,613.91, Commission finds, is classifiable in account 100.5, 
Electric Plant Acquisition Adjustments. Arkansas Power & Light Co., Pro- 
ceeding Upon Investigation Instituted Upon Order of Commission for 
Reclassification of Accounts of Public Utility 
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1418 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING—Continued 
4. JURISDICTION. 
(a) State Commission. 


Contention that proviso clause of section 301 (a) of Federal Power 
Act vests exclusive jurisdiction over respondent’s general corporate ac- 
counts in Arkansas commission and that proviso would be meaningless 
if not construed in this manner, rejected. Commission must require that 
accounts kept pursuant to its orders be fundamental or basic corporate 
accounts and not mere memorandum accounts. Regulation prescribed 
by Federal authority is paramount. Arkansas Power & Light Co., Pro- 
ceeding Upon Investigation Instituted Upon Order of Commission for 
Reclassification of Accounts of Public Utility-_--_-_-_-_-------------------- 


ALLOCATION. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
1. ALLOCATION OF PIPELINE CAPACITY. 


AMORTIZATION. 


See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 2. Costs, (a) Intangibles, 
Amortization of. 


ARM’S LENGTH BARGAINING. 
See RATES, 7. Rare Basse, (h) Transactions Between Affiliates. 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
1. In GENERAL, 


Certificate issued to each applicant, subject to conditions, where appli- 
eations presented a joint proposal for construction of interrelated and 
interconnected natural gas facilities. Texas Gas Transmission Corp., 
et al., Applications for Certificates of Convenience and Necessity__----~ 

Certificate granted authorizing construction and operation of facilities 
for transportation of natural gas for supply of Northern Natural. Trunk- 
line Gas Supply Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and 
ia ai ta ci ch ecg ad rs eal thd hc linia 

Certificate of public convenience and necessity issued to applicant with 
specified conditions. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., Application for Cer- 
téficate of Public Convenience and Necessity._..........._............... 

Whether authorized facilities to be constructed by Michigan Consoli- 
dated should be leased to and operated by Michigan-Wisconsin is matter 
which Commission did not decide when certificate issued. Michigan- 
Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Consolidated Gas Co., Application 
for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity___.._____-__-_-------- 

Commission concludes that certificates should issue to each of companies 
in consolidated docket in accordance with applications. The Manufac- 
turers Light & Heat Co., et al., Applications for Certificates of Public Con- 
venience and Necessity 


2. ALLOCATION OF PrPe LINE CAPACITY. 
(a) In General. 


Request of Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. that Texas Eastern be required 
to supply natural gas for boiler fuel at its electric generating plant denied, 
upon showing that public need for such gas for general purposes precluded 
finding that public interest would be served by such condition. Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corp., et al., Application for Certificate of Public 
COR INS  UES  Osin k thota Bites Sica niet i ee tes ides 

A “natural-gas company” under Natural Gas Act may not lawfully single 
out a particular customer, and by contract grant a preference in service; 
nor may Commission approve arrangement which disregards public in- 
terest in other States and areas, which is prejudicial as to some and 
preferential as to others. Id 
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INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con. 
2. ALLOCATION oF Pipe Line Capaciry—Continued 


Sales and deliveries of natural gas authorized by order of October 11, 
1947, in docket No. G—880, ordered to be made in accordance with that order 
prior to making any sale or delivery under terms of present order but that 
no priority of service shall accrue to any customer of applicant when opera- 
tions of applicant provide a sustained daily delivery of 508,000 M c. f 
ew GURi «Wb etic ign lat Sci htaeaiaies 

Record does not justify requiring Tennessee Gas Transmission to serve 
Inland and Industrial on firm basis from additional facilities proposed 
at this time for reason that such a requirement would result in reducing 
needed supply of gas that applicant proposes to make available to public 
utilities engaged in general distribution of natural gas to public. Tennes- 
see Gas Transmission Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience 
OTE: TOE iscsi atin aacitcintanecie tig oil Acie a cincleilan a tigi dicta tinhaciatcbasaib tated 

Order conditioned to require Mic higan- Wisconsin to provide natural 
gas service to Michigan Gas & Electric Co., National Utilities Co. of Michi- 
gan and Iowa Electric Co. for supply of those communities for which they 
seek gas. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Consolidated 
Gas Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__ 


(b) Specific Allocations. 


Application of Revere Natural Gas Co. for emergency gas service from 
Texas Eastern each winter denied. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
et al., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity____ 

Service sought by Associated is required in public interest and order 
granting certificate to Texas Eastern conditioned to require that latter 
supply to Associated up to 3,000 M. c. f. natural gas per day. Id_---_---~- 

Public interest requires Texas Eastern to make available up to 10, a 
M ec. f. per day to Texas Gas until such time as equivalent amounts of g 
are available to Texas Gas from other sources and that up to 5,000 M e. f. 
of this amount be made available to Indiana Gas. Id----------------__ 

Additional gas supply up to 15,000 M ec. f. per day sought by United 
necessary and desirable in public interest and order granting certificate to 
Texas Eastern conditioned to require such deliveries. Id an 

Order issuing certificate so conditioned that City Gas receive up to 500 
Mt ¢ Sr Ge. Be a es ate 

Found necessary and desirable i in public interest ‘that County Gas be 
supplied with natural gas from Texas Eastern, and order so conditioned. 
As supply of natural gas for unlimited service was not available to gas 
utilities in areas served by Texas Eastern, service to County Gas Co., for 
time being was limited to volumes required on semirestricted basis, not 
to exceed 3,000 M ec. f. per day. Id sti 

Order conditioned to provide that Texas Eastern supply up to 
5,000 M. c. f. per day to Jersey Central Power and Light Co. Id_------- 

The supply of up to 4,500 M. c. f. of natural gas per day by Texas Eastern 
to Public Service found necessary and desirable in public interest. Id__~- 

The supply of up to 5,000 M. c. f. per day of natural gas by Texas Eastern 
to South Jersey found necessary and desirable in public interest. Id__-- 

Supply of up to 4,000 M. c. f. per day to New York and Richmond is 
necessary and desirable in public interest but order is conditioned so that 
supply shall only be available if latter released from its obligation to 
purchase from Trans-Continental. Id me speaisinedaite 

Public interest requires that Texas Eastern deliver and sell to various 
interveners volumes of gas not to exceed those already specified, and sell 
to Consolidated companies remaining portion of the volume of gas which 
may be available out of the 75,000 M. ec. f. per day increase in 
CDs | TR hic tiesto nisakecinatcaaed 

Order conditioned to make available not to exceed 10,000 M. f. per day 

» Texas Gas until equivalent amount of gas is available from other 
sources; then this volume of gas shall be delivered by Texas Eastern to 
East Ohio Gas Co., Peoples Natural Gas Co., and New York State Natural 
Gas Corp. Id 
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1420 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con. 
2. ALLOCATION oF Pire LINE Capacitry—Continued 


Texas Eastern ordered to make available to East Ohio, Peoples Natural, 
and New York State Natural 25,000 M. c. f. per day out of increased sales 
capacity and Texas Eastern allowed to sell and deliver to such companies 
any volumes of natural gas which may not be taken by companies to which 
ELOCR TRONS FINNS “I. ee 

Commission’s order will approve service to Louisville for oa daily 
delivery of 40,000 M. c. f. for third year of service, 30,000 M. ce. f. per day 
for second year, and 20,000 M. ec. f. per day for first year since siiaiten 
cannot be made of entire 40,000 M. c. f. per day until third year. Teras 
Gas Transmission Corp., et al., Applications for Certificates of Convenience 
NE TOO a 8 a eas ei lo gt ae oe Ba ee 

Commission found ne: service to National Gas should provide for firm 
deliveries of 4,000 M. c. f. per day and amount in addition, not to exceed 
6,000 M. ce. f. during 6 ob ca be period each year, commencing in May, 
provided that this additional volume of gas be delivered only when there 
will not be any impairment to other services. Id__- babi hii je ieanilgaaal 

Philadelphia Gas Works requested and submitted ev vidence w hich justi- 
fied sale and delivery of additional 18,000 M. c. f per day for use by it in 
conformity with its program presented at docket No. G-880. Id___----- 

Public need found to justify delivery of natural gas in amounts not to 
exceed 2,500 M. ¢. f to Allentown-Bethlehem, 2,000 M. f. to Consumers, 
and 3,000 M. c. f. to Harrisburg, manufactured-gas waa unies. Id 


3. ALTERNATE ROUTE, 


Definite economic advantages to Allentown, Consumers, and Harrisburg 
found in purchase of natural gas from Manufacturers rather than from 
Texas Eastern the volumes allotted in docket No. G-1089. The Manu- 
facturers Light & Heat Co., et al., Applications for Certificates of Public 
Convenience and Necessity........................ 


4. CONDITIONS To ISSUANCE. 


Legislative history of Natural Gas Act does not show that section 
7 (a) was intended to limit authority conterred upon Commission by 
sections 7 (c) and 7 (e) of act. Legislative history of amendments to 
section 7 shows that it was intended that Commission should have au- 
thority under section 7 (e) to attach proper conditions to issuance of cer- 
tificate requiring a natural-gas company to provide service other than that 
requested in application. Veras Hastern Transmission Corp., et al., Ap- 
plication for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__.__.___---__ 

In proceeding upon application for certificate Commission has authority 
so to condition issuance of certificate provided that issue with respect to 
other natural gas service is properly and adequately raised through filing 
of petition for leave to intervene and leave to intervene is granted, and, 
Provided further: That record of proof is found suflicient under section 
7 (c) to permit attaching of such condition to issuance of certificate. Id 

Trunkline should submit proposed tariff, including rates, classifications, 
practices, rules, regulations, and service agreement for transportation of 
natural gas for resale, acceptable to Commission, together with supporting 
cost data, approximately 6 months prior to commencement of operations. 
Trunkline Gas Supply Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity_____..-_- at ss cialis at Meineke Aig tala cca 

Northern Natural should continue its present practice of charging 
uniform demand-commodity form of rate for all sale-for-resale services 
on its main line system after it commences its purchases of gas from 
runes, i0...... adie sb tainly aimicani pale ciecig ct 

Trunklihe has not entered into. firm commitments concerning proposed 
financing and since its plan of financing is not a final one, it is reasonable 
and in public interest to require submission of definite and firm plan of 
financing satisfactory to Commission, including full description of securi- 
a ea reapers et lle pennningan hiatal lansthiiin tala 

It is not necessary to attach to certificate condition retaining jurisdiction 
in Commission with respect to disposition of the 17,000 M. c. f. which 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co. has indicated its willingness to supply 
for service to northeastern Ohio area. Tennessee Gas Transmission 
Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
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INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con. 
4, CONDITIONS To IssuANcE—Continued 


It is reasonable and required by public convenience and necessity to 
attach to certificate condition that will assure reasonable and non- 
discriminatory rates and charges for sale for resale service and transporta- 
tion service proposed by Tennessee Gas Transmission Co. Id _-.__.-----~- 

It is reasonable and required by public convenience and necessity that 
conditions be attached to certificate requiring competitive bidding. Id_- ~ 

Certificate issued conditioned to require filing of tariff containing fixed 
and definite schedule of rates and charges within reasonable time prior to 
commencement of operations of facilities authorized. Michigan-Wisconsin 
Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Consolidated Gas Co., Application for Certifi- 
cate of Public Convenience and Necessity.___._..__...-...-.-..-...~..._. 

Certificate issued to construct facilities applied for except that the instal- 
lation of compressor units shall be limited as to total horsepower. Id____ 

Commission conditions order to require Montana-Wyoming to keep and 
maintain its books, records, and accounts in accordance with Uniform 
System of Accounts and to make annual charges against operation, and 
contra credits to reserves, for depreciation of plant, in an amount equal 
to 4 percent of cost of leased facilities. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. and 
Montana-Wyoming Gas Pipe Line Co., Joint Application for Certificate 
Of Pubo COnmvensenee GG TW OCCOUII ann cink ce cit teinnsincbins 

Lease should provide that the 25-year lease of Worl: and pipe line and 
appurtenant facilities may be renewed or-extended by Montana-Dakota 
for reasonable period. Lease should provide that in event Montana- 
Wyoming elects to sell Worland pipe line and facilities, Montana-Dakota 
shall have right to purchase at depreciated original cost. Id 


5. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


Service which Texas Gas proposes to render to new customers, other than 
Louisville, is supported by record and will not impair service to existing 
customers. Jeras Gas Transmission Corp., et al., ere jor Certifi- 
cates of Convenience and Necessity _-___-~~- adnate ‘e 

Commission finds that construction and oper: ation of ‘ft ic ilities dese ribed 
as Palmyra project, preferred by Northern Natural, will better serve public 
convenience and necessity. Trunkline Gas Supply Co., Application for 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity— a ‘ 

Introduction of Trunkline gas into Northern Natural’ s presently ¢ con- 
nected markets will supply unsatisfied public need and demand on Northern 
Natural’s system and will benefit great majority of public served. Id__ - 

Public convenience and necessity require authorization be granted 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co. for making deliveries of Chicago-Manu- 
facturers contract gas. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., Application for 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity_._-_-_...___---_-___-__ 

Natural Gas _ reserves committed to Transcontinental sufficient to meet 
contractual requirements of applicants from Transcontinental for 20 years 
and public convenience and mecessity warranted introduction of natural 
gas in metropolitan area of city of New York served by applicants. Con- 
solidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., et al., Applications for Finding 
That Applicants Are Not “Natural-Gas Companies” or in the Alternative, 
for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity____ ae 

Because of difficulties with which Montana-Dakota is beset in 1 fin: inc| ng 
project, as well as need for prompt action towards augmenting compan?’s 
natural gas supply, it is in public interest to issue certificate. Montarna- 
Dakota Utilities Co. and Montana-Wyoming Gas Pipe Line Co., Jont 
Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity___--- 

Public convenience and necessity require service of natural gas to Alle 1- 
town, Consumers, and Harrisburg. Public convenience is better served if 
these companies receive volumes of natural gas which Manufacturers 
proposes to sell them. Public convenience and necessity require utilizati n 
of natural gas by Lancaster Co. The Manufacturers Light &€ Heat C 
et al., Applications for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity. -— 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con, Page 


6. EVIDENCE AND ELEMENTS OF PROOF. 
(a) Demand. 


Requests for service and need therefor shown by five applicants for 
service from Texas Eastern such that public interest requires that it be 
provided from total system capacity. Teras Gas Transmission Corp., 
et al., Applications for Certificates of Convenience and Necessity__--_-__- 194 

Introduction of Trunkline gas into Northern Natural’s presently con- 
nected markets will supply unsatisfied public need and demand on Northern 
Natural’s system and will benefit great majority of public served. Trunk- 
line Gas Supply Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and 
I epee staat ee coe cme a ane te nae ea cana ee cores hoaetictie 256 

There is public “need, demand, and market for additional volumes of 

natural gas to be supplied by proposed facilities. Tennessee Gas Trans- 
mission Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity 2 


(b) Facilities. 
















When installed and pipe-cleaning program completed, proposed facili- 
ties will make feasible increase of 75,000 M c. f. in daily deliveries of gas 
under normal operating conditions. Jezas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
et al., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__--- 144 
Facilities as proposed by Texas Gas and Texas Eastern are of adequate 
capacity and of proper and reasonablé engineering design to render service 
proposed. Teras Gas Transmission Corp., et al., Applications for Certi- 
jicates of Convenience and Necessity_---~- . a 
Facilities for which authorization is “sought ‘found reasonably adequate 
to render service proposed. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., Applica- 
tion for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 283 
Engineering design of proposed pipeline, compressor station and dehy- 
dration and sulphur-removal plant found adequate and estimated cost of 
facilities reasonable. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. and Montana-Wyoming 
Gas Pipe Line Co., Joint Application for Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity ‘siencaenattpiadaiae 422 


202 







(c) Financial Resources. 


Applicant has ability to finance construction in question and proposed 

operation is economically feasible. Teras Eastern Transmission Corp., 

et al., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__._.. 144 
Applicants have ability to finance proposed construction in terms of 

standard stated by Commission in Kansas Pipe Line case, 2 F. P. C. 29, 52. 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp., et al., Applications for Certificates of Con- 

ne Ue acacia eecceieepaenerenetaiiemianaed 203 
Trunkline found to possess ability to finance its proposed project. How- 

ever, it is reasonable and in public interest to require submission of definite 

and firm plan of financing. Trunkline Gas Supply Co., Application for 

Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__.........-.---..---.-_. 259 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., will be able to finance construction and 

operation of additional facilities applied for. Tennessee Gas Transmis- 

sion Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity_-— 286 
Michigan-Wisconsin is financially able to construct facilities authorized 

and has complied with condition respecting matter of financing. Michigan- 

Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Consolidated Gas Co., Application 

for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__-_-_-__-_-----------. 309 
Financing of proposed facilities will present no unusual problem or 

result in any unwarranted financing costs that would be detrimental to 

public interest. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., et al., Appli- 

cations for Finding That Applicants Are Not “Natural-Gas Companies” or 

in the Alternative, for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity___. 341 
Because of difficulties with which Montana-Dakota is beset in financing 

project, as well as need for prompt action towards augmenting company’s 

natural gas supply, it is in public interest to issue certificate. Montana- 

Dakota Utilities Co. and Montana-Wyoming Gas Pipe Line Co., Joint 

Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con. 
6. EVIDENCE AND ELEMENTS OF Proor—Continued 


Each applicant has shown financial ability to pay costs of proposed con- 
struction. The Manufacturers Light ¢€ Heat Co., et al., Applications for 
Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity 


(d) Economic Feasibility. 


Project as proposed is economically feasible. Teras Gas Transmission 
Corp., et al., Applications for Certificates of Convenience and Necessity__- 

Trunkline possesses reasonably assured market which is adequate to as- 
sure economic feasibility of project. Trunkline Gas Supply Co., Applica- 
tion for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity —_ ‘5 

Construction and operation of additional facilities applied for are eco- 
nomically feasible. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., Application for 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity___-_-__- 

Construction of proposed facilities will result in savings whic h will re- 
dound to public interest. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc.., et al., 
Applications for Finding That Applicants Are Not “Natural-Gas Companies” 
or in the Alternative, for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity— 

(e) Supply. 


Applicant’s gas supply is reasonably adequate for expanded operations 
involved in proceeding. Teras Eastern Transmission Corp., et al., Applica- 
tion for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity-_ sutiihlc 
Applicants found to possess supplies of natural gas adequate to meet 
those demands which it is reasonable to assume will be made upon them. 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., et al., Applications for Ce ee of Con- 
venience and Necessity___- silaintndsadedetibitchiee 
Trunkline held to have demonstrated that it possesses a reason: ably ade- 
quate supply of natural gas with which to support its proposed project. 
Trunkline Gas Supply Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity- ied 
Applicant has sufficient supply of natural gas ws irranting » issuance of 
certificate. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., Application for Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity el 
Commission concludes that there will not be available to “Mic higan- 
Wisconsin gas reserves capable of providing proposed sales capacity for a 
period of years sufficient to justify project from standpoint of both con- 
sumer and investor. Therefore, Michigan-Wisconsin authorized to con- 
struct natural-gas transmission facilities which will provide sales capacity 
of 56,575,000 M. c. f. annually, provided there is a market available for sale 
of those volumes of gas. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. and Michigan 
Consolidated Gas Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity____ aides 
Natural gas reserves committed to Transcontinent: ul suffic ient to meet 
contractual requirements of applicants from Transcontinental for 20 years 
and public convenience and necessity warrant introduction of natural gas 
in metropolitan area of city of New York served by applicants. Consoli- 
dated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., et al., Applications for Finding That 
Applicants Are Not “Natural-Gas Companies” or in the Alternative, for 
Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity 
Commission finds that gas supply of Columbia System is adequate for 
service it proposes to render to Allentown, Consumers, Harrisburg, and 
Lancaster companies. The Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., et al., Appli- 
cations for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity 


(f) State Commission Action. 


State of New York does not have jurisdiction to require certificate of 
public convenience and necessity of applicants for construction and op- 
eration of integrated transmission pipe-line system. (J/llinois Natural Gas 
Co. v. Central Illinois Public Service Co., 314 U. 8. 498, 506, 510.) Consoli- 
dated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., et al., Applications for Finding That 
Applicants Are Not “Natural-Gas Companies” or in the Alternative, for 
Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con. 
6. EvIDENCE AND ELEMENTS OF PRooF—Continued 


Jurisdiction of New York Public Service Commission to regulate local 
operations of applicants is not disturbed by Federal Power Commission’s 
exercise of jurisdiction over facilities and operation of an interstate char- 


facilities does not bind Commission or State commissions to acc omen ince of 
lease rental payments in fixing rates for Montana-Dakota, or in determin- 
ing cost of transportation of natural gas from Worland field pursuant to 
section 5 (b) of act. Montana-Dakota “U tilities Co. and Montana-W yoming 
Gas Pipe Line Co., Joint Application for Certificate of Public Convenience 
UN re Beek eine eee scncebeideantabiccsiechbewictdaghoduisa 

Under Natural Gas Act sales of natural gas to affiliated companies are 
subject to jurisdiction of Commission notwithstanding fact that such re- 
sale transactions are recorded in their own bookkeeping departments and 
would remain subject to state commission authority (Hope Natural Gas 
Co. v. F. P. C., 320 U. S. 591). The Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., et al., 
Applications for Certificates of Publio Convenience and Necessity 


7. PATTERN OF SERVICE. 


Agreements between Texas Gas and Texas Eastern found to provide for 
deliveries and sale at each delivery point, permitting service of Texas East- 
ern to be measured by total quantity of gas received into its pipeline and 
available for all customers on its system. Texas Gas Transmission Corp., 
et al., Applications for Certificates of Convenience and Necessity__-_--_- 

Tennessee Gas Transmission not required to serve Inland and Industrial 
on firm basis from additional facilities proposed because such requirement 
would result in reducing needed supply of gas that applicant proposes to 
make available to public utilities engaged in general distribution of nat- 
ural gas to public. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., Application for Cer- 
tificate of Public Convenience and Necessity_.-..-.--.--.-----.--.-._.. 


8. RATEs. 


Trunkline should submit proposed tariff, together with supporting cost 
data, approximately 6 months prior to commencement of operations. 
Trunkline Gas Supply Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience 
CaN TN act cn il hi thet cipennte ete 

Northern Natural should continue its present practice of charging uni- 
form demand-commodity form of rate for all sale-for-resale services on 
its main line system after it commences its purchases of gas from Trunk- 
NO, Wala ccna es debt esente eee end occ aca te eco eaie beeen eee 

New York facilities agreement is a transportation agreement under 
which each of applicants agrees to transport gas belonging to others for 
an annual charge and such contract is subject to filing as a tariff by each 
applicant but, as submitted, does not comply with rules relating thereto 
because not complete. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., et al., 
Applications for Finding That Applicants Are Not “Natural-Gas Com- 
panies” or in the Alternative, for Certificates of Public Convenience and 
PE ONOIIG iene hs ctl Bic bien tla td fe nad edt ainnebtiebatcnth aleeaeale 

The granting of a certificate to Montana-Dakota to lease and operate 
facilities does not bind Commission or State commissions to acceptance of 
lease rental payments in fixing rates for Montana-Dakota, or in deter- 
mining cost of transportation of natural gas from Worland field pursuant 
to section 5 (b) of act. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. and Montana-Wy- 
oming Gas Pipe Line Co., Joint Application for Certificate of Public Con- 
venience and Necessity 
CONDITIONS 

See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 4. 

CONDITIONS TO IsSsUANCE; LICENSE. 1. CoNnpirions To ISSUANCE. 
COST. 
See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 2. Costs, 3. Drispostrion oF 
ACCOUNTING ADJUSTMENTS; RATES, 5. Operatine Costs, 7. Rate 
BASE. 
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INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION. 

See RATES, 2. DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION, 5. OperATING Costs, (a) 
Depreciation and Depletion, 7. Rare Base, (e) Depreciation and 
Depletion. 

DISCRIMINATION. 
See RATES, 3. DIscRIMINATION. 
EVIDENCE. 

See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 6. 
EVIDENCE AND ELEMENTS OF Proor; NAVIGABLE WATERS, 1. 
EVIDENCE. 

EXPORTATION. 


See JURISDICTION, 2. Etecrric Energy, TRANSMISSION AND SALE 
OF IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
FACILITIES. 
See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 6. 
EVIDENCE AND ELEMENTS OF Proor, (b) Facilities. 
GAS RESERVES. 
See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 6. 
EVIDENCE AND ELEMENTS OF PROOF, (e) Supply. 
GOVERKNMENT LANDS. 
See LICENSE, 5. Pusiic LAnps. 
INTEREST. 
See RATES, 7. Rare Base, (g) Interest During Construction. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
See JURISDICTION, 2. Exectric ENerGy, TRANSMISSION AND SALE OF 
IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 6. NATURAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE 
OF, IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 
JURISDICTION, 
1. AccoUNTING ITEMS. 


Contention that proviso clause of section 301 (a) of Federal Power 
Act vests exclusive jurisdiction over respondent’s general corporate ac- 
counts in Arkansas commission and that proviso would be meaningless 
if not construed in this manner, rejected. Commission must require that 
accounts kept pursuant to its orders be fundamental or basic corporate 
accounts and not mere memorandum accounts. The regulation prescribed 
by Federal authority is paramount. Arkansas Power & Light Co., Proceed- 
ing Upon Investigation Instituted Upon Order of Commission for Reclassi- 
fication of Accounts of Public Utility 


2. ELEcTRIC ENERGY, TRANSMISSION AND SALE OF IN INTERSTATE CoM- 
MERCE. 

Certain facilities of both respondents are interstate “transmission facili- 
ties” of type prescribed in section 201 (b) of Federal Power Act. Electric 
energy is transmitted from Pennsylvania to Maryland and from Maryland 
to Pennsylvania and includes energy generated in each State and consumed 
outside thereof. Facilities are also used for sales by Penn Water in inter- 
state commerce for resale. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding 
Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates 
of Licensee and Public Utility__- ; 

Each of Penn Water’s sales to Pennsylvania customers is a sale in inter- 
state commerce, being an operation of a unified system enterprise wholly 
interstate in character. Such sales of interstate system energy to pur- 
chasers outside the system are sales “in interstate commerce.” Cf. Safe 
Harbor Water Power Corp. v. Federal Power Commission, 124 F. 2d 800, 
802-808, 807. Sale by Penn Water to Baltimore Co. is also in interstate 
commerce, but all energy thus sold crosses State line. Id 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 


2. ELEcTRIc ENERGY, TRANSMISSION AND SALE OF IN INTERSTATE Com- 
MERCE—Continued 





Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. owns facilities for transmission and sale 

at wholesale of electric energy in interstate commerce and is, therefore, 

a “public utility” within meaning of term as used in section 203 of act. 

Arkansas-Missouri Power Co., et al., Application for Approval of Lease 

of Electric Generating Station Pursuant to Section 203 of Federal Power 

I carina hii alga hte lei al a i ll le ha a 186 
Commission does not have jurisdiction over Company's sale for resale 

at international boundary to town of Emerson, Manitoba, Canada, made 

pursuant to Commission authorization under section 202 (e) of Federal 

Power Act. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension of Rate 

Schedules Embodying an Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates______-_- 398 
Statutory meaning of “sale at wholesale in interstate commerce” is not 

necessarily dependent upon whether energy is sold in course of “transmis- 

sion in interstate commerce” as that term is specifically defined in section 

201 (c). Pennsylwania Water & Power Co., supra, p.1. Id------ ace 398 
“Sale at wholesale in interstate commerce’ under sections 205 and 206 

determined not to include sale and delivery at international boundary 

as Congress did not intend to provide regulation of wholesale electric rates 

for benefit of ultimate consumers in Canada. Id__-------__-_---___-_--- 398 
While section 35.20 of Commission’s rules requires rate charged in such 
a sale to be filed, filing of purported change in rate contracted for in such 

case cannot effect a change in a contract agreement, if otherwise binding. 

All other sales for resale of Otter Tail Power Co. are sales at wholesale in 

interstate commerce subject to sections 205 and 206 of act. Id__-----~- 400: 


See also JURISDICTION, 4. Licensee, 7. Pustic UTILirtes. 
3. END USE oF NATURAL GAS. 













































Applicant’s contention that proposed facilities fall within exemption of 
section 1 (b) of act since facilities are essential to their local gas distribu- 
tion business and such transportation as takes place is “merely an incident 
to use at the end” rejected (The East Ohio Gas Co., 1 F. P. C. 586). 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., et al., Applications for Finding 
That Applicants Are Not “Natural-Gas Companies” or in the Alternative, 
for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity__--._-__-_------------- 336 
Commission rejects theory that end use rather than functional use con- 
trols classification of proposed facilities, and adheres to view that classifi- 
cation depends upon function for which facility is used. Id ------------ 837 


4, LICENSEE. 





Argument that a “licensee” cannot be a “public utility” under part II, and 

that its wholesale rate may be regulated by Commission, if at all, only 

under part I, rejected on authority of Safe Harbor Water Power Corp., 

5 F. P. C. 221. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investi- 

gation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee 

NEE er I EE eos sisieicigtn nob eed nanaeibcicsaa aw aeenniaeaaipandions 11 
Finding that the States are unable to agree is not necessary condition 

precedent to Commission’s authority under section 20, for rates here in 

question, being interstate wholesale rates held beyond regulatory power 

of States in Attleboro case (273 U. S. 83-93), condition of section 20 would 

OE Ue ccs alnnecineemnsaniemamaniasae 18 
There being no evidence indicating Kern River is navigable water of 

United States or operation and maintenance of project affects interest of 

interstate or foreign commerce, Commission jurisdiction is based on occu- 

pancy by project of lands of United States reserved for national forest 

purposes in 1893. Southern California Edison Co., Application for License 

Car TG ee I ON Ba roe eeteece cd hp matintetie antes 366. 
Each of sales for resale in States of Minnesota, North Dakota, and South 

Dakota, under Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., supra, p. 1, is a sale at 

wholesale in interstate commerce under Federal Power Act, subject to 

provisions of sections 205 and 206 of act. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceed- 

ing Upon Suspension of Rate Schedules Embodying an Increase in Whole- 

sale Electric Rates 
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INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


JURISDICTION—Continued 
4. LICENSEE—Continued 


See also JURISDICTION, 2. Etecrric Enercy, TRANSMISSION AND 
SALE OF IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE, ? Pustic UTILiriEs. 


5. NaturaL GAs CoMPANIES. 


Colorado Intérstate, which transports natural gas produced from Texas 
and Kansas gas fields into Colorado, is a natural-gas company within mean- 
ing of Natural Gas Act. Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Review by Commis- 
sion Upon Exceptions to Initial Decision of Presiding Examiner as to 
Lawfulness of Suspended Proposed F. P. C. Gas Tariff____----_~- 

Congress did not intend to exclude from Commission's jurisdiction gas 
which might ultimately not be resold by distributing company purchaser. 
Incidental and probable use of gas by customer at some unknown time after 
delivery at city gate, not determining factor respecting Commission’s juris- 
diction. Jurisdiction of Commission should not depend upon disposition 
of gas by a purchasing local distributing company over whose facilities 
Commission may have no authority after completion of sale in interstate 
commerce. 

Commission authority is determined, under express language of Natural 
Gas Act, by whether there is a sale in interstate commerce of natural gas 
for resale for ultimate public consumption for domestic, commercial, indus- 
trial, or any other use. Therefore, proposed change in applicability of 
Colorado Interstate’s presently effective rate schedules disallowed. Id _-_ 

New York facilities agreement is a transportation agreement under which 
each of applicants agrees to transport gas belonging to others for an an- 
nual charge, and such contract is subject to filing as a tariff by each appli- 
cant but, as submitted, does not comply with rules relating thereto because 
not complete. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., et al., Appli- 
cations for Finding That Applicants Are Not “Natural-Gas Companies” or 
in the Alternative, for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity__— 

Proposed transportation of gas originating in Texas and Louisiana, 
through pipe line of Transcontinental and integrated pipe-line system of 
applicants to points of delivery into their local gas distribution systems, 
presents a complete and integrated operation having all essential elements 
of interstate commerce within definition of a “natural-gas company” as 
set forth in section 2 (6) of Natural Gas Act. 

Suggestion that de minimis interstate elements alone exist and for that 
reason jurisdiction should not be taken by Commission ignores magnitude of 
integrated project and operations proposed. Record here does not present 
situation susceptible of application of de minimis theory. Id 

Applicant, Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., held a “natural-gas company” 
under provisions of Natural Gas Act, but applicant, Méntana-Wyoming Gas 
Pipe Line Co., is not and will not become, because of the proposed construc- 
tion, a “natural gas company” within meaning of the act. Montana- 
Dakota Utilities Co. and Montana-Wyoming Gas Pipe Line Co., Joint 
Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

Plants operated by Allentown, Consumers, and Harrisburg will use 
natural gas in a catalytic gas cracking plant. This mixture of straight 
natural gas with catalytically produced gas is unquestionably “natural 
gas” within meaning of term as used in Natural Gas Act. The Manufac- 
turers Light & Heat Co., et al., Applications for Certificates of Public 
Convenience and Necessity 

Under Natural Gas Act, sales of natural gas to affiliated companies are 
subject to jurisdiction of Commission, notwithstanding fact that such sales 
remain subject to State commission jurisdiction. (Hope Natural Gas Co. 
v. F. P. C., 320 U. 8. 591). Id 


6. NATURAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE OF IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Proposed facilities are for transportation of natural gas in interstate 
commerce, or sale of natural gas in interstate commerce for resale for 
ultimate public consumption, and are subject to jurisdiction of Commis- 
sion and requirements of subsections (c) and (e) of section 7 of Natural 
Gas Act. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Consolidated 
Gas Co., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__- 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 


6. NaTuRAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE OF IN INTERSTATE COM- 
MERCE—Continued 


Argument that applicants will not become engaged in “business” of 
transporting natural gas in interstate commerce, that section 1 (a) of 
Natural Gas Act jurisdiction was intended to reach only “business” of 
transporting gas in interstate commerce, and that under section#1 (b) it 
was not intended that jurisdiction attach to “any other transportation 
of natural gas” even though in interstate commerce, rejected (In the 
Matter of East Ohio Gas Co., 4 F. P. C. 15, 20, 21). Consolidated Edison 
Co. of New York, Inc., et al., Applications for Finding That Applicants 
Are Not “Natural-Gas Companies” or in the Alternative, for Certificates 
OF Pabide: Canpatente GE. TORO nnn ite tiencneemins 

Section 1 (a) of Natural Gas Act, insofar as it makes the act applicable 
to the business of transporting natural gas, does not impose any limitation 
on section 1 (b) of act, and if it be assumed that jurisdiction can only 
attach to transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce as a “busi- 
ness,” it would not be logical to assume that transportation of proposed 
volumes of natural gas does not constitute being “engaged in transporta- 
Gon” ‘ahe “RN — Bibs sccctinntemnsennieneninnstnntnmnigtihiigaitons 

Sale of gas by Allentown to City Gas Co., held by Commission to be a sale 
in interstate commerce for resale beyond reach of State regulation and 
clearly subject to jurisdiction of Commission. The Manufacturers Light 
¢ Heat Co., et al., Applications for Certificates of Public Convenience and 
I a a a a a a 

Transportation of natural gas through facilities to be constructed by 
Allentown, Consumers, and Harrisburg for transportation of natural gas 
from Manufacturers to catalytic plants operated by them will be interstate 
transportation and facilities will require certificate of public convenience 
IND ARON... Da kd iain cgi a ictardgai eens cnwindainhniinnnignniis 

Facilities connecting Manufacturers and Texas Eastern with central 
distribution center for divisions of Lancaster Co. are interstate facilities 
for which a certificate of convenience and necessity is required. Id----- 


7. Pusiic UTILITIES. 


Penn Water and Susquehanna Transmission Co. are “public utilities” 
within meaning of that term as used in part II of Federal Power Act. 
Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation In- 
stituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and 
RO, i aha hia tera a ak oaleaiccactchemnane aber tapi atc trial hes aaa 

Penn Water’s sales to its Pennsylvania resale customers and its sale 
to Baltimore Co. are all sales subject to jurisdiction of Commission within 
sections 205 and 206 of Federal Power Act. Id -----.....-...--______ 

Under proposed plan of operation pursuant to section 208 of Federal 
Power Act, St. Francis Electric Generating Co. would not own or operate 
facilities subject to jurisdiction of Commission and would not become 
a “public utility’ under act. Application dismissed for want of jurisdic- 
tion. Arkansas-Missouri Power Co., et al., Application for Approval of 
Lease of Electric Generating Station Pursuant to Section 203 of Federal 
NS Sai a een eli iacedleslicechapcnscaictigit cai Aic th a nia ciliates te ncammeccealams 

Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. owns facilities for transmission and sale 
at wholesale of electric energy in interstate commerce and is a “public 
utility” within meaning of that term as used in section 203 of act. Id_-__ 

Proposed lease of facilities of St. Francis to Ark-Mo will merge or con- 
solidate its facilities, subject to jurisdiction of the Commission, with 
electric facilities of St. Francis, another “person” within meaning of 
section 208, and requires prior authorization of Commission under that 
section. Id 
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See also JURISDICTION, 2. Erecrric ENercy, TRANSMISSION AND SALE OF 
IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 4. LICENSEE. 








a a alee ell ee 


————— eee 


INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


JURISDICTION—Continued 
8. RATEs. 


Contention that Commission is without authority over rate charged for 
sales to P. P. & L., Philadelphia Co. and. Baltimore Co., claiming that such 
rates are joint rates over which Commission has no jurisdiction, rejected. 
Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation Insti- 
tuted by Commission Into Reasonableness _ Rates of Licensee and Public 


well as to sales of energy fee resale does not tale them outs scope of 
regulation provides ty OConpegremt. -Tbscssnn kak ke be 

Commission finds that States of Maryland and P ennsylvania are “unable 
to agree” on respondents’ interstate wholesale rates within requirement of 
eection: 30: 4¢ Detiennl Power Mets: 96) 5 os teas 

Finding that the States are unable to agree is not a necessary condition 
precedent to Commission’s authority under section 20 of Federal Power 
Act when the rates involved are interstate wholesale rates which were held 
beyond regulatory power of States in Attleboro case (273 U. 8S. 83-93). 
See 5.7. P. GC. S08, SRR, BOO -Oe.. Whose Samba A 

Fact that since close of record Pennsylvania Commission may have 
issued a rate order against Penn Water and Safe Harbor which is in con- 
flict with Commission’s rate order would not alter grounds for Commis- 
sion’s determination of its jurisdiction. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., 
Application for Rehearing in Investigation of Reasonableness of Rates of 
Thomas: Ge PURO: TING iia tein tee ipercn titres atin nitelp tiled: 

Commission authority is determined, under express language uf Natural 
Gas Act, solely by whether there is a sale in interstate commerce of natural 
gas for resale for specified purposes. Therefore, proposed change in 
applicability of Colorado Interstate’s presently effective rate schedules 
disallowed. Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Review by Commission Upon 
Exceptions to Initial Decision of Presiding Examiner as to Lawfulness 
of Suspended Proposed F. P. C. Gas Tariff 


9. STATE COMMISSION. 


Commission finds that States of Maryland and Pennsylvania are “unable 
to agree” on respondents’ interstate wholesale rates within requirement 
of section 20 of Federal Power Act. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., 
Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonable- 
ness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility____._.____._.._._.__...------_-- 

Fact that since close of record Pennsylvania Commission may have 
issued a rate order against Penn Water and Safe Harbor which is in con- 
flict with Commission’s rate order would not alter grounds for Commis- 
sion’s determination of its jurisdiction. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., 
Application for Rehearing in Investigation of Reasonableness of Rates of 
Licensee and Public Utility 


LICENSE. 
1. CONDITIONS TO ISSUANCE. 


Before power company undertakes construction, it will be necessary for 
it to negotiate agreement with water users in Kings River service area 
covering storage and releasing of water in proposed reservoirs as a pre- 
requisite to issuance of license. Fresno Irrigation District, Pacific Gas & 
Electric Co., Application for Preliminary Permit and License Applications— 

Commission includes in its license authorization special conditions re- 
quested by chief of engineers, including requirement that power company 
reimburse for reservation of power storage in Pine Flat Reservoir. Id_-- 

Section 10 (a) of Federal Power Act directs Commission to consider 

e tion as a public purpose when authorizing licenses for any project. 
Scuchérn California Edison Co., Application for License Under Part I of 
POG OE FOI avid itech nittigtnittidisndin ch ee ee eae 

Proposed condition that licensee shall be required to release water at 
diversion dam to provide water for protection and preservation of recrea- 
tion on lands along Kern River between diversion dam and powerhouse 
located in Sequoia National Forest is in public interest and can lawfully 
be imposed. Id 


892463—5 
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LICENSE—Continued 
1. ConDITIONS To IssUANCE—Continued 


Under article IV, section 3, clause 2 of Constitution of United States, 
and provisions of part I of Federal Power Act, Commission is authorized 
to impose conditions on licenses for projects on forest lands. 

Contention that Congress has given Commission no authority to license, 
regulate, or impose any condition on use of waters of nonnavigable streams 
on public lands and that other statutes show intention of Congress to 
separate control of public and reserved lands from control over waters 
thereon, overlooks purpose of Federal Power Act. 

Specific statutory authority of Commission to impose proposed condi- 
tion is contained in sections 4 (e), 10 (a), 10 (g), and 309 of Federal 
Power Act. 

Commission has authority to condition license in manner proposed and 
is required to so condition it, having determined that condition is 
appropriate. 


2. Facrors AFFECTING ISSUANCE. 
(a) Economic Feasibility. 


It is desirable to develop sources of power supply which utilize water 
power rather than fuel if costs are lower, as company has demonstrated 
in respect to water power resources here. North Fork water resources 
lend themselves to economic development and public should have ad- 
vantage of their utilization. Fresno Irrigation District, Pacific 
Gas & Electric Co., Application for Preliminary Permit and License 
Applications 


(b) Financial Arrangements. 


Conditional approval granted plan which permits practically 100 per- 
cent debt financing of new generating station, only as temporary solution 
to allow sufficient time to complete long-range program of financing on 
sound basis. Arkansas-Missouri Power Co., et al., Application for Ap- 
proval of Lease of Electric Generating Station Pursuant to Section 203 
of Federal Power Act 

Power company has shown it has financial ability to commence work 
immediately on these facilities.and complete them. Fresno Irrigation 
District, Pacific Gas & Electric Co., Application for Preliminary Permit 
and License Applications 


3. MUNICIPALITY PREFERENCE. 


Fresno District is clearly a municipality within meaning of section 3 (7) 
of Federal Power Act and entitled to preference accorded to municipalities 
by section 7 (a). Fresno Irrigation District, Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 
Application for Preliminary Permit and License Applications_____-___~ 


4, Puptic INTEREST, 


While Congress has given Commission broad discretionary powers to 
delay utilization of water-power resources when in public interest, Federal 
Power Act does not contemplate delay beyond time when it is economically 
feasible to provide construction with safeguards of licensing conditions. 
Fresno Irrigation District, Pacific Gas & Electric Co., Application for Pre- 
liminary Permit and License Applications 

In addition to desirability of using water power whenever such use is 
more economical than use of nonreplaceable fuels, Commission must con- 
sider effect of continued uncertainty upon general public in. area 
affected. Id 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co. has proposed immediate construction of 
those facilities which would most completely and efficiently utilize 
available water resources of the Upper Kings River for all public 
purposes. Id 

Issuance of license for project within First Form Reclamation reserva- 
tions created for power purposes will not interfere or be inconsistent with 
purposes for which such reservations were created. Id 





INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


LICENSE—Continued 
4. Pustic INTEREStT—Continued i 


Section 10 (a) of Federal Power Act directs Commission to consider 
recreation as a public purpose when authorizing license for any project 
under act. Southern California Edison Co., Application for License Under 
Part I of Federal Power Act 


5. Pustic LANDS. 


There being no evidence indicating Kern River is navigable water of 
United States or that operation and maintenance of project affects interest 
of interstate or foreign commerce, Commission jurisdiction is based on 
occupancy by project of lands of United States reserved for national forest 
purposes in 1893. Southern California Edison Co., Application for License 
Under Part I of Federal Power Act 

Private agreement to divert all water from stream, even though lower 
irrigators might be benefited by diversion, is not binding against United 
States. 

Act of 1866 (43 U. S. C. 661) and subsequent right- of-way acts of Con- 
gress respecting use of waters upon public lands merely granted to in- 
dividuals rights to use such waters upon putting waters to use in 
accordance with local customs, laws, and decisions of local courts and 
did not constitute a surrender of all rights of United States to use such 
waters. 

Law and decisions of California reject Company’s claim that United 
States irrevocably divested itself of all w ee rights in streams on — 
Ty by passage of acts of 1866 (43 U. S. C. 661) and 1877 (43 U. 

321). 

Congress had authority, under plenary powers over public domain, to 
withdraw consent, given by acts of 1866 and 1877, to acquisition under 
State law of water rights in Kern River and did withdraw consent by reser- 
vation of lands in 1893 for forest purposes, subject to prior vested rights 
in lands and waters. 

Acts of 1866 and 1877 have no application to lands or waters within 
a forest reservation. Consequently, applicant could have acquired no 
water rights by either act by compliance with State appropriative statute, 
7 years after lands were reserved for forest purposes. Id 

Company acquired no appropriative water rights pursuant to act of 
Congress of June 4, 1897 (16 U. S. C. 481). 

Having failed to acquire or extinguish riparian rights of United States 
in any manner permitted by law, applicant cannot now successfully assert 
that its appropriative rights are superior. Id 

Contract between Company and lower riparian owners has no effect 
on presently existing riparian rights of United States in waters of Kern 
River, although contract may have conferred rights as between parties 
to instrument. Id 

Contention that Commission has no authority to regulate use of waters 
of nonnavigable streams on public lands and that other statutes show 
intention of Congress to separate control of public and reserved lands 
from control over waters thereon, overlooks purpose of Federal Power 
Act. 

Section 27 of Federal Power Act does not protect vested rights on waters 
appropriated for generation of electric power. First Iowa Hydro-electric 
Cooperative v. Federal Power Commission, 328 U. 8S. 152. Id 


6. State WATER RieHTs LAw. 


Applicant through predecessors in interest complied with provision 
of California civil code relating to appropriation of waters of Kern 
River for power purposes. Southern California Edison Co., Application 
for License Under Part I of Federal Power Act 

In California rights to use of flowing waters of nonnavigable streams, 


when acquired pursuant to State law and decisions, are property rights. 
Id 
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LICENSE—Continued 
6. State WATER RicgHts LAw—Continued 


In California, as between citizens, riparian rights to adjacent rivers 
are recognized and upheld. Rights by appropriation, acquired pursuant 
to civil code, are also recognized but are subject to prior vested riparian 
rights. United States, as proprietor of lands along nonnavigable streams, 
is considered under California law to possess same riparian rights in 
etheeinn: Gs GIVE WRT, ihivciwttiddtciircnintbdcttineiimcnnain 

Law and decisions of California reject Company’s claim that United 
States irrevocably divested itself of all water rights in streams on public 
lands by passage of acts of 1866 (43 U. S. C. 661) and 1877 (43 U. S. C. 
Sea). “WBS abe Bea eee eli Soe ntnae easel 

Acts of 1866 and 1877 have no application to lands or waters within a 
forest reservation. Consequently, applicant could have acquired no water 
rights by either act by compliance with State appropriative statute, 7 
years after lands were reserved for forest purposes. Id__.-..-..._--____ 

Riparian water rights under California law include right to use such 
water as shall be reasonably required for beneficial use to be served, in- 
cluding publie recreational purposes. Id 


7. Water Resources, DEVELOPMENT OF. 


Commission not required to withhold approval and reserve development 
of water resources exclusively for United States on possibility that more 
economic plan of development may be worked out. Fresno Irrigation Dis- 
trict, Pacific Gas & Electric Co., Application for Preliminary Permit and 
T§OCN0O? ROPING 55 ohn 5s re ihnsincantiocianhniictcttniod 

Revision of Bureau of Reclamation’s plan for King’s River held not to 
afford proper basis for withholding approval of license applications. Id_-__ 

Commission has broad discretionary powers to delay utilization of water- 
power resources where delay is found to be in public interest, but Federal 
Power Act does not contemplate delay beyond time when it is economically 
feasible to provide construction with safeguards of licensing conditions. 
I isc aa eat aaa anaphase stant 

Commission did not find it necessary to decide question as to whether 
particular developments were essential to consummation of Reclamation 
Bureau’s comprehensive plan for improvement of Central Valley Basin, 
because only use of water resources proposed here for North Fork and at 
Pine Flat Dam is a water power use, bringing these developments within 
Federal Power Act. They would also be within licensing authority of act 
if power use could be harmonized with other use. Id_---..._-_________ 

Commission unable to agree that development of Upper Kings River 
resources should be reserved exclusively for possible development by 
Uniied Re: “BR bt cid en dee IAA EY eke 

There does not seem to be any possibility of Fresno District making rea- 
sonable and economic use of Upper Kings River water resources in accord- 
ance with requirements of section 10 (a) of Federal Power Act for con- 
formity with comprehensive plan of development. Id__--_---____--____ 

Application for preliminary permit granted for Pine Flat power plant 
upon finding that Fresno District could serve useful function in adequately 
utilizing water power resources at Pine Flat Dam in connection with 
independent service of some of essential pumping requirements of its 
SCR Ra a on hi OSES Sd Sint tee nik gaecdonngtbeas 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co. has proposed immediate construction of those 
facilities which are found to most completely and efficiently utilize avail- 
able water resources of Upper Kings River for all public purposes. Id__-- 

No demonstration has been made warranting a recommendation to Con- 
gress for Federal development of water resources of Upper Kings River 
under section 7 (b) of Federal Power Act. Td -----__----__--________ 

It is desirable to develop those sources of power supply which utilize 
water power rather than fuel if costs are lower. North Fork water re- 
sources lend themselves to such economic development and public should 
have the advantage of their utilization. 


377 


378 


379 


881 


353 


353 


353 


355 





ro SS 


S30. 


a > a eo 


INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


LICENSE—Continued 
7. WatTeR Resovugces, DEVELOPMENT oF—Continued 


Pacific Power & Light Co.’s proposal found to be best adapted to compre- 
hensive plan of development of Upper Kings River water resources as re- 
quired for authorization of a license under section 10 (a) of Federal 
Power Act. 

Issuance of license for project within first form reclamation reservations 
created for power purposes will not interfere or be inconsistent with pur- 
poses for which reservations were created. Id 
NATURAL GAS. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY; 
JURISDICTION, 3. Enp Use or NATuRAL Gas, 5. NatTuBat Gas Com- 


PANIES, 6. NATURAL GAs, TRANSMISSION AND SALE OF IN INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE. 


NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
1. EVIDENCE. 
(a) Actual Use. 


Commission found that because of long period of commercial use of 
Sacandaga River for logging and lumber transportation it is navigable 
in fact, as that term has been construed by State and Federal courts and by 
Commission. New York Power and Light Corp., Proceeding Upon Declara- 
tion of Intention Under Section 23 (b) of Federal Power Act 


(b) Navigability. 


Where forest products comprising a large fungible mass have moved 
annually along well-defined paths in a stream or flow of commerce to 
wholesale markets serving several States, there is presumption of inter- 
state commerce raised which attaches to all of the substantial components 
of the mass. New York Power and Light Corp., Proceeding Upon Declara- 
tion of Intention Under Section 23 (b) of Federal Power Act 

There being no evidence indicating Kern River is navigable water of 
United States or that operation and maintenance of project affects interest 
of interstate or foreign commerce, Commission jurisdiction is based on 
occupancy by project of lands of United States reserved for national forest 
purposes in 1893. Southern California Edison Co., Application for License 
Under Part I of Federal Power Act 

(c) Suitable for Use. 


Under section 3 (8) of Federal Power Act Sacandaga River is “suitable 
for use” in interstate commerce by public for purposes of transportation 
and commerce from points in New York State to other States and to foreign 
countries and is navigable in law. New York Power and Light Corp., 


Proceeding Upon Declaration of Intention Under Section 23 (b) of Federal 
TPP Mca titcenthaithsiniabi anaemia i aR 


2. FINDINGS. 


Since Sacandaga River is a navigable water of United States, construc- 
tion of proposed project may not be commenced lawfully until declarant 
has a license under Federal Power Act. New York Power and Light Corp., 
Proceeding Upon Declaration of Intention Under Section 23 (b) of Federal 
Power Act 

Raquette River is navigable water of United States, from its confluence 
with St. Lawrence River to at least Piercefield at about mile 91. Cen- 
tral New York Power Corp., Successor to Northern Development Corp., 
Review by Commission on Exceptions to Decision of Presiding Examiner 
in Proceeding on Declaration of Intention 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 


1. CONDITIONS TO ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND 
NECESSITY. 


In proceeding upon application for certificate Commission has authority 
to condition certificate if the issue with respect to other natural gas serv- 
ice is properly and adequately raised through filing of petition for leave 
to intervene and leave to intervene is granted, and, Provided further: That 
record of proof is found sufficient under section 7 (c) to permit attaching 
of such condition to certificate. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., et al., 
Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 


2. INTERMEDIATE DECISIONS MODIFIED. 


Initial decision of presiding examiner as it relates to original volume 
No. 2 of proposed gas tariff tendered for filling by Colorado Interstate is 
adopted as decision of Commission, with modifications. Colorado Inter- 
state Gas Co., Review by Commission Upon Exceptions to, Initial Decision 
oj Presiding Examiner as to Lawfulness of Suspended Proposed F. P. C. 
Gas Tariff 

ixaminer’s decision adopted by Commission with modifications in a pro- 
ceeding under section 23 (b) of Federal Power Act to construct a hydro- 
electric project on Raquette River in New York State. Central New York 
Power Corp., Successor to Northern Development Corp., Review by Com- 
mission on Exceptions to Decision of Presiding Examiner in Proceeding on 
Declaration of Intention 

Finding of presiding examiner dropped and order in lieu thereof adopted 
to conform with Commission’s usual practice to order that a license be 
secured. 

Commission modified presiding examiner’s decision by finding Raquette 
River navigable water of United States, from its confluence with St. Law- 
rence River to at least Piercefield at about mile 91, Id 


See also RATES, 6. PRActTICcCE AND PROCEDURE. 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
See CERTIFICATES OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
5. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
PUBLIC INTEREST. 
See LICENSE, 4. Pustic INTEREST. 
PUBLIC LANDS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
See LICENSE, 5. Pustic LAnps. 
PUBLIC UTILITIES. 


See JURISDICTION, 2. Etecrric ENercy, TRANSMISSION AND SALE OF 
IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 4. LICENSEE, 7. PusLic UTILITIES; 
LICENSBD. 

RATES. 
1. GENERAL. 


It is not feasible for Penn Water to assume firm commitments to all its 
customers, including Baltimore Co. Present arrangement is most prac- 
tical and will be continued with such modifications as are necessary to 
accomplish reductions. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding 
Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates 
of Licensee and Public Utility 

A change in rate or service of a public utility can only be made through 
compliance with section 205 of Federal Power Act, and other applicable 
provisions. An unlawful attempt to avoid putting into effect rate reduc- 
tion that Commission has ordered affords no valid basis for objecting to 
that order. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Application for Rehearing 
in Investigation of Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility— 





INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


RATES—Continued 
1. GenERAL—Continued 


It would not be proper for Commission to deny increase in noncompen- 
satory jurisdictional wholesale rates so long as Company is earning a fair 
return on its total jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional electric utility busi- 
ness. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension of Rate Sched- 
ules Embodying an Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates_.___._.._-_-------~-- 


2. DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION. 


Depreciation expense and accrued depreciation should be determined by 
same method in order to do justice to rate payers and utility alike. Penn- 
sylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted 
by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and Public 
Utility dese ae 

Reserves for depreciation, depletion and amortization exceed reserve 
requirements which Commission used in determining “net investment.” 
Such excess reserve balances are available to offset any deficiency which 
may occur in future with respect to depletion and depreciation reserves. 
City of Pittsburgh v. Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co., et al., Pitts- 
burgh and West Virginia Gas Co., and Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., 
Proceeding in Continuance of Investigation Upon Complaint and Commis- 
sion’s Motion Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural Gas Company__-_-- 


3. DIscRIMINATION. 


Penn Water’s rates found to be excessive, unreasonable, and discrimina- 
tory and specified reductions ordered. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., 
Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonable- 
ness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility___- 

Differential existing between wholesale rates to cooperatives and 
municipalities is not so great as to be unduly discriminatory or preferen- 
tial. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension of Rate Schedules 
Embodying an Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates 


4. INCREASE IN. 


It would not be proper for Commission to deny increase in non- 
compensatory jurisdictional wholesale rates so long as Company is earn- 
ing a fair return on its total jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional electric 
utility business. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension of 
Rate Schedules Embodying an Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates__ r 

Increased rates in question will not produce, from Company’s wholesale 
business, return in excess of fair rate of return of 5% percent on net 
investment in property devoted to such service. eal 

Revised rate schedules, embodying an increase in wholesale electric 
rates, are just and reasonable and not unduly discriminatory or 
preferential. Id —_- 


5. OPERATING COsTs. 

(a) Depreciation and Depletion. 

Commission includes allowance of additional depreciation on new gen- 
erating facilities. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension of 
Rate Schedules Embodying an Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates 

(b) Labor Costs. 

Commission allows additional amount to adequately compensate Com- 
pany for salary and wage increases. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceeding 
Upon Suspension of Rate Schedules Embodying an Increase in Wholesale 


(c) Maintenance Costs. 


Increased allowance for maintenance and other costs as estimated and 
claimed by Company are too speculative to be considered. Otter ‘Tail 
Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension of Rate Schedules Embodying 
an Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates_-_ 
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RATES—Continued 
5. OpeRATING Costs—Continued 
(d) Taves. 


Commission allows adjustment of income tax allowances to amount 
which would be payable on income restricted to fair rate of return. Otter 
Tail Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension of Rate Schedules Embody- 
ing an Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates 


6. PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 
(a) Fair Hearing. 


Held clear that respondents had a fair hearing on adequate notice. 
Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation In- 
stituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and 
PUNO EF aca ehcinthitnhiintn ncaa hiaa ncn cnlcela liaise 


(b) Order. 


Commission amends order to include finding in specific statutory terms 
that Penn Water’s rates and charges to Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., 
Philadelphia Electric Co., and Metropolitan Co. are “unjust” and “un- 
reasonable,” and in excess of just and reasonable rates by specified 
amounts. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Application for Rehearing 
in Investigation of Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and Public 
RN ha aac lc lg el ih Oi eer ae 

All orders of Commission, including those issued under section 20, are 
now governed by section 309 of Federal Power Act. Id_------------- 

Order should be modified to require filing of certified copies of bills ren- 
dered by respondents to Metropolitan Co., Philadelphia Co., P. P. & L., 
and Baltimore Co. while stay that Commission ordered is in effect, and 
certified copies of journal entries effectuating compliance with conditions 
of stay order. Id 


(c) Rehearing. 


Application for rehearing by respondents of opinion and order issued 
January 5, 1949, 8 F. P. C. 1, presents, with few exceptions, arguments 
advanced during hearing and in briefs filed, offering no basis for rehear- 
ing. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Application for Rehearing in 
Investigation of Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility__- 


7. Rare BASE, 
(a) Aciual Costs. 


Evidence to show “fair value” in excess of actual legitimate original 
cost, and consequently in excess of “net investment,” properly excluded for 
rate making purposes under part I of Federal Power Act by express pro- 
vision of section 20 of Act. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding 
Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates 
of Licensee and Public, Utility 


(b) Construction Work in Progress. 


Commission allows only those items in claim for construction work in 
progress which are included in power bill. Pennsylvania Water & Power 
Co., Proceeding Upon Investigatiton Instituted by Commission Into Rea- 
sonableness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility 


(c) Costs Disallowed. 


Since stock issued as consideration for land and water rights and for 
services performed by bankers had no cash value in 1905, the aggregate 
cash value claim must be disallowed. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., 
Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonabdle- 
ness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility.____._____.___.____----_----_. 


Claimed cash value of stock issued as compensation rejected as claimed 
since stock had no cash value and was issued for profits of affiliate. Actual 
legitimate cost allowed. Id 
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INDEX-DIGEST OPINIONS 


RATES—Continued 
7. Rate Base—Continued - 


Respondents’ claim for stock allegedly issued for management services 
CU FO NO, TI a ciestcscinitteniseeisinitililaeentinghclaeinaieinaiictibiieatainaiaicciiltiacalaiatitiian 
Claimed value of management service disallowed as part of rate base. 
As there is no showing that general administration of “cessation” period 
served actually to shorten following period of construction, amounts rep- 
resenting expenditures during “cessation” period should not be included 
TR: I a nce emeicaiabiideaminimiacca eae teaideiimaldalinn 

Commission finds that expenditures representing experimental costs in- 
curred from 1913-1921 inclusive, are not a cost of plant and not includible 
IR TG i etecnctesch cic coscnchecstedenig ce ecpsbiaipscenent a-cidemanniees tena aieeiaamerh tame 

Contention that acquisition expenses and expenses relating to legal and 
engineering services included in charges to flowage basin account (1910- 
36) should be included in rate base as proper plant costs rejected, except 
SES CI | nance aerncin eset cence rash deine 

Respondents held not to have established propriety of inclusion in rate 
base of amount claimed for establishment of gauges for determination of 
OU Tie rae acces eh ericaranr areas oie 

Cost of defending title to land by Penn Water originally charged as oper- 
ating expense will not be included in respondent’s rate base. Id_-------. 

Expenses relating to adjustment of interests in connection with construc- 
tion of downstream hydro plant not allowed. Id-----------_------_--- 

Expense incurred on transmission line abandoned and later built by 
customer company not proper for inclusion in plant or in rate base. Id__- 

Expense of engineering service incurred on substation built by PEPCO 
ie og pk eg Sh OR ee ee ee 
Amount claimed as a loss on materials due to spoilage not approved. 
No justification shown for including in rate base claim for cash in petty 
Se Te Te Ce ir arr eee eens 

Claim covering expense regarded as financing cost not included in rate 
base, in view of 6 percent interest allowance made. Id_---------_---_~ 

Construction fee charged Holtwood Power Co. represents profit between 
affiliates and amount should not be included in investment in electric 
NB hci ce eg aetna aakhie t edd 

Inclusion in rate base of organization expense in 1924 disallowed for lack 
Ce re a a tena ek ee eee aaa 

Amount claimed for construction of four unused tower foundations re- 
lates to abandoned work and inclusion in rate base is improper. Id__ ~~~ 

Proposal to include in rate base amount obtained by re-accounting for 
expenditures formerly charged to depreciation reserve or to operating ex- 
penses, after adjusting for certain recalculated overheads, disallowed. 
Contribution to construction of church in 1913 after commencement of 
operations was properly an income or surplus charge and not a charge to 
Penn Waterw ere, Wes eh ee ee a ea 

Respondents’ claim as includible in rate base expense for engineering re- 
port on increasing coal storage area and facilities denied as nonutility 
ORGAO: NEW. ea eae el ee 

Respondents’ claim for property held for possible future use as possible 
future lines relates to matters too indefinite to justify consideration as part 
of vnbe TeGe © Bie a ee sche des ten than lot a enschede abel de Siti 


(d) Credits Allowed. 


Commission found that amount ultimately realized is best evidence of 
proper credit to Penn Water’s plant account for land transferred by it in 
1908. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation 
Instituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and 
OE: OO haccten csccscscintaenenecticriencdtihsliba lcci haat bb ataheaieadnsiniaatenaapbiinibiiieite 

Respondents’ proposed credit adjustments for amount of rental received 
from Gunpowder line, as well as other credits totaling $2,931.83, allowed. 
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RATES—Continued 
7. Rate BaseE—Continued 
(e) Depreciation and Depletion. 


Observed depreciation cannot be accepted as a measure of accrued de- 
preciation for rate base purposes. Pennsyloania Water & Power Co., 
Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonable- 
ness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility._...._._.._-..-___-_-______-__ 

Depreciation expense and accrued depreciation should be determined by 
Same method in order to do justice to rate payers and utility alike. Id__- 

Accrued depreciation represents that part of cost of plant which relates 
to expired service life and is not a fund. If not deducted in determining 
rate base, a cost of past operations becomes basis for a continuing charge. 
Use of a depreciated rate base is proper. Id_..-------------------~--_- 

The reserve for depreciation, averaged for the year, should be deducted 
from average investment in plant for 1946 in arriving at 1946 rate base. 


(f) Generally. 


Extent and value of properties to be transferred to other physical prop- 
erty and electric plant held for future use are subject to future action by 
Commission when project boundary is established. Pennsylvania Water 
¢& Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into 
Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility_._._._-____..________ 

Contention that rate base does not conform to requirement of section 
8 (13) of Federal Power Act rejected. Standard for rate-making under 
section 20 of act is customary statutory standard (“reasonable, nondis- 
criminatory, and just”). Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Application 
for Rehearing in Investigating of Reasonableness of Rates of ‘Licensee and 
PENN 2 TIN ia ain Bl ce el a nails eh Riek kip casea aeaci tc 

Use of averaging method in computing rate base is appropriate and 
Commission finds that rate base for utility property of Otter Tail as of 
March 31, 1949, is $23,812,231. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceeding Upon 
Suspension of Rate Schedules Embodying an Increase in Wholesale Elec- 
tric Rates 


(g) Interest During Construction. 


Interest during construction will not be allowed for so-called cessation 
period from November 1, 1907, to August 31, 1909, inclusive. Pennsylvania 
Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted by Com- 
mission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility___-_- 

Commission finds that date of end of construction period was June 30, 
1911; interest is capitalizable through that date, except for “cessation 
period,” and net revenues should be credited to cost of plant up to that 
I Se ioe cacts dni peel meade aie delleneimbiainielaoaieneiaraguliariaiiotad 


(h) Transactions Between Affiliates. 


It is incumbent upon licensee under Federal Power Act to show, with 
respect to property acquired from an affiliate, that amount it claims as 
cost was cost to affiliate, not profit. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., 
Proceeding Upon Investigation Instituted by Commission Into Reason- 
ableness of Rates of Licensee and Public Utility___-_.__-_-_-_-------_------ 

Respondent’s claimed cash value of stock issued as compensation re- 
jected as claimed since stock had no cash value and was issued for profits 
of affiliate. Actual legitimate cost allowed. Id_------~----------------- 

Respondent’s claim for inclusion in rate base of amount as cost of plant 
rejected since it amounted to a write-up in transaction between affiliates. 
Construction fee charged Holtwood Power Co. represents profit between 
affiliates and amount should not be included in investment in electric plant. 
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INDEX-DIGEST. OPINIONS 


RATES—Continued 
7. Rate Base—Continued 
(i) Working Capital. 


Amount of $650,000 allowed in rate base as respondents’ working capital 
requirement: Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon Investi- 
gation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Licensee 
and Public Utility 


8. RATE OF RETURN. 


Commission finds a rate of return of 5144 percent for respondents fair 
and reasonable. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., Proceeding Upon In- 
vestigation Instituted by Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of 
Licensee and Public Utility 

Kentucky’s revenues for test period found to exceed its cost of service, 
including return of 6 percent. Based upon Kentucky’s operations for 1948, 
Kentucky’s rates and charges, in addition to and exclusive of rate reduction 
effectuated by order of November 24, 1948, are excessive in amount of 
$45,891. City of Pittsburgh v. Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co., 
et al., Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co., and Kentucky West Virginia 
Gas Co., Proceeding in Continuance of Investigation Upon Complaint and 
Commission’s Motion Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural Gas Com- 


Commission determines fair rate of return to be 5% percent. Otter Tail 
Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension of Rate Schedules Embodying 
and Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates 

Otter Tail failed to receive during test period, fair return on its net in- 
vestment, and increased rates in question will not produce, from Company’s 
wholesale business, return in excess of fair rate of return of 514 percent 
on net investment in property devoted to such service. Id 


9. RATE SCHEDULE REGULATIONS. 


Commission’s rate schedule regulations as amended by general order 
No. 144, 18 C. F. R. 154.84 and 154.85, do not require that existing contracts 
shall remain in effect nor do they require that such contracts be changed. 
The regulation does not mean that a natural-gas company may in its dis- 
cretion continue or not continue in effect a contract presently on file as an 
effective rate schedule. Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Review by Commis- 
sion Upon Exceptions to Initial Decision of Presiding Exvaminer as to 
Lawfulness of Suspended Proposed F. P. C. Gas Tariff 


10. Test PERIop. 


Amount already allowed, plus additional allowance, would provide ample 
working capital for efficient operation of Kentucky’s utility properties for 
test period. City of Pittsburgh v. Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co., 
et al., Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co., and Kentucky West Virginia 
Gas Co., Proceeding in Continuance of Investigation Upon Complaint and 
Commission’s Motion Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural Gas Com- 
pany 

Profits from oil operations eliminated from computations relating to fair 
return on natural gas sales subject to Commission’s jurisdiction and sum 
to be taken as Kentucky’s operating revenue for 1948 for test purposes is 
$4,915,430. 

To test reasonableness of respondent’s cost of service in 1948 and sub- 
sequent years, held proper to permit figures to reflect full year’s effect 
of increases in wages and in contract drilling expenses. 

Only actual losses incurred during test period should be included in 
operating expenses. Otter Tail Power Co., Proceeding Upon Suspension 
of Rate Schedules Embodying an Increase in Wholesale Electric Rates__ 


See also CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 8. Rares; JURISDICTION, 8. Rares. 





1440 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


RETURN. 
See RATES, 8. Rate or RETURN. 
STATES. 


See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 1. CoMmMpLiaANce WITH STATE RE- 
QUIREMENTS, 4. JURISDICTION, (a) State Commission; JURISDIC- 
TION, 9. Strate Commission; LICENSE, 6. State WATER RIicHTs 
Law. 


TEST PERIOD. 
See RATES, 10. Test Peston. 
WATERS. 


See LICENSE, 6. Strate Water Ricuts Law, 7. WATER RESOURCES, 
DEVELOPMENT OF; NAVIGABLE WATERS. 














INDEX-DIGEST 


INTERMEDIATE DECISIONS WHICH HAVE 
BECOME FINAL 








INDEX-DIGEST TO INTERMEDIATE DECISIONS WHICH 
HAVE BECOME FINAL 


CERTIFICATE CF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
1. CONDITIONS TO ISSUANCE. 


Certificate. granted conditioned upon applicant advising Commission 
and Texas Eastern on or before April 30, 1949, of its desire and intent 
to receive from Texas Eastern for resale to Indiana Gas, substantial vol- 
umes of gas. Texras Gas Transmission Corp., Application for Certificate 
of Public Convenience and Necessity 


2. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


Facilities which applicant seeks authorization to construct and utilize 
are facilities for transportation and sale of natural gas in interstate com- 
merce subject to jurisdiction of Commission, and present and future public 
convenience and necessity require construction and operation thereof. 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., Application for Certificate of Public Con- 
aenience and Necessity 

To compel Manufacturers to establish physical connection and sell 
natural gas to applicant as requested will not impair Manufacturers’ 
ability to render adequate service to its customers. Waynesboro Gas Co., 
Application Pursuant to Section 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act 

It is desirable and in public interest that Manufacturers be directed to 
establish physical connection of its natural gas transportation facilities 
with facilities of Waynesboro and sell natural gas pursuant to provisions 
of contract. 

Physical connection of respondent’s transportation facilities with dis- 
tribution facilities of applicant and sale of natural gas to applicant will 
not impair ability of respondent to render adequate service to its cus- 
tomers and is desirable in the public interest. Certificate of authorization 
issued to respondent. Hagerstown Gas Co., Application Pursuant to Sec- 
tion 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act 

Certificate of public convenience and necessity issued under section 7 
of Natural Gas Act on findings that: (a) applicant is financially able to 
construct and operate proposed facility and operation will have no adverse 
effect upon existing rates and services to ultimate consumers; (b) appli- 
cant’s supply is adequate to meet requirements of service to be rendered; 
and (c) construction and operation of facility are required by public 
convenience and necessity. United Gas Pipe Line Co., Application for 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 


COMMON CARRIER. 
See NATURAL GAS COMPANIES, 2. Common CARRIER. 
DISCRIMINATION. 


See NATURAL GAS COMPANIES, 3. Rate ScHEpULEs, (b) Prefer- 
ence and Discrimination. 


JURISDICTION. 
1. LICENSEE. 


Existing hydroelectric facilities of both applicants are, and proposed 
construction of additional hydroelectric facilities would be, located in 
and along Connecticut River, a navigable water of United States, and 
therefore within jurisdiction of Commission to license under Federal 
Power Act. Holyoke Water Power Co. and City of Holyoke Gas € 
Electric Dept., Applications for Licenses under Federal Power Act 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
See also NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
2. NATURAL GAS COMPANIES. 


Facilities, which applicant, a “natural-gas company,” seeks authoriza- 
tion to construct and utilize, are facilities for transportation and sale of 
natural gas in interstate commerce subject to jurisdiction of Commission, 
and public convenience and necessity require construction and operation 
thereof. Texas Gas Transmission Corp., Application for Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity 

In proceeding upon application filed pursuant to section 7 
Natural Gas Act for order directing Manufacturers Light & Heat Co. 
to establish physical connection of latter’s natural gas transportation 
facilities with facilities of, and sell gas to, applicant, examiner finds 
Manufacturers is engaged in transportation and sale in interstate com- 
merce of natural gas for resale and is a “natural-gas company” within 
purview of Natural Gas Act. Waynesboro Gas Co., Application Pursuant 
to Section 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act 

Waynesboro is a person legally authorized to engage in, and is engaged 
in, local distribution of artificial gas to public within meaning of section 
7 (a) of Natural Gas Act. 

In proceeding upon application for order directing respondent, Manufac- 
turers Light & Heat Co., pursuant to section 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act, 
to connect natural gas transmission facilities with distribution facilities 
of applicant, and deliver and sell natural gas to it for distribution to pub- 
lic, examiner finds respondent to be engaged in transportation and sale of 
natural gas in interstate commerce for resale, and a “natural-gas com- 
pany” within meaning of Natural Gas Act. Hagerstown Gas Co., Appli- 
cation Pursuant to Section 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act 

Applicant is a person legally authorized to engage in and is engaged 
in distribution of artificial gas to the public, within meaning of section 
7 (a) of the Natural Gas Act. 

In proceeding under section 7 of Natural Gas Act upon application for 
certificate of public convenience and necessity authorizing construction and 
operation of natural-gas transmission pipeline designed to loop certain 
of applicant’s existing natural-gas transmission facilities subject to juris- 
diction of Commission, examiner orders certificate of public convenience 
and necessity issued on findings that: (a) applicant is a natural-gas com- 
pany within meaning of Natural Gas Act; and that (b) proposed construc- 
tion and operation of facility are subject to requirements of sections 7 
(c) and (e) of Natural Gas Act. United Gas Pipe Line Co., Application 
for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

3. RATES. 


Examiner concludes that rates and charges for all natural gas sold by 
Colorado Interstate and delivered at one point to purchasing distributor 
are not subject to jurisdiction of Commission when part of such gas is 
used and consumed by purchaser. Volumes of gas equal to those consumed 
by purchasing distributor should be subtracted from commingled delivery 
and be considered as nonjurisdictional. Hagerstown Gas Co., Application 
Pursuant to Section 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act 


LICENSE. 
1. MUNICIPALITIES, PREFERENCE TO. 


Preference accorded municipalities under section 7 (a) of Federal 
Power Act, claimed by Department, is not an absolute one. Burden rests 
upon applicant to prove to satisfaction of Commission that it is within 
jurisdictional scope of statute and meets all requirements thereof and of 
Commission's rules, and if its plan is not equally well adapted, that it will 
within reasonable time be made so. Department failed to show that it is 
entitled to preference provided in section 7 (a) of act. Holyoke Water 
Power Co. and City of Holyoke Gas & Electric Dept., Applications for Li- 
censes under Federal Power Act 
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LICENSE—Continued 
2. PROVISIONS, MODIFICATION OF. 


Application for modification of provisions of order authorizing issuance 
of licenses and requiring clearing between contour of elevation 102 feet 
and elevation 112 feet granted as requirement would constitute undue bur- 
den upon applicant. Oconto Electric Cooperative, Proceeding Upon Appli- 
cation for Modification of Commission Order Authorizing Issuance of 
License 

Interest of small boat navigation incidental to recreational use of res- 
ervoir found to require that insofar as practicable, reservoir be kept free 
of obstruction extending above elevation 105.5. Amendment of license rec- 
ommended. 


3. WATER RESOURCES, DEVELOPMENT OF. 


In comparison with mutually exclusive plan proposed by Holyoke Gas 
& Electric Dept., examiner finds Holyoke Water Power Co.’s plan, based 
on economic dispatch of water as recommended by Commission's staff, not 
only technically and economically feasible, but best adaptable for improve- 
ment and utilization of water power development and other purposes 
provided for under Federal Power Act. Holyoke Water Power Co. and 
City of Holyoke Gas & Electric Dept., Applications for Licenses under 
Federal Power Act 

Examiner concludes that application of Holyoke Water Power should be 
granted and license issued to it authorizing redevelopment of site at 
Holyoke, subject to conditions set forth, and that application of City of 
Holyoke Gas & Electric Dept. for license be denied. Id 


NATURAL GAS COMPANIES. 
1, GENERALLY. 


Commission determined that Mondakota Gas Co., as complainant, did 
not need certificate of public convenience and necessity in order to enforce 


obligation of respondent, Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., to transport 
natural gas for complainant’s account under Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. 
F. P. C. gas tariff. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Proceeding for Investi- 
gation of Complaint as to Common-Carrier Transportation Service 


2. ComMon CARRIER. 


Reduction in line pressure to a point which disables carrier from trans- 
porting gas for shippers in order to reduce or eliminate line leakage, when 
Same purpose may be accomplished by proper maintenance without such 
reduction in pressure, is not a valid excuse for such disability. Montana- 
Dakota Utilities Co., Proceeding for Investigation of Complaint as to Com- 
MON-COTT ICY TTOMEROT TATION OT Cen mencteniceninmnecanqutninantnctatiamiaanms 

Carrier cannot divest itself of legal obligations or burden shippers with 
unreasonable losses because of its negligence or failure to maintain its 
facilities in reasonable repair. 

Presiding examiner finds that pipe line of Montana-Dakota Utilities 
Co. is not a distribution line, but is clearly within definition of respond- 
ents’ transmission pipe-line system’s facilities as defined in Commission’s 
order, and in Montana-Dakota’s F. P. C. tariff, original volume No. 1, and 
was so regarded and treated by respondent in conduct of its regular course 
of business. Id 


See also CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY. 


3. Rate SCHEDULES. 
(a) In General. 


In proceeding arising under provisions of section 4 of Natural Gas Act, 
concerning lawfulness of proposed revision of Tennessee’s F. P. C. gas 
schedules, ordered that revised sheets of F. P. C. gas schedules of Tennessee 
be allowed to take effect. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., Proceeding on 
Suspension of Rate Schedules Under Natural Gas Act 


892463—52——96 
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NATURAL GAS COMPANIES—Continued 
3. RATE ScHEDULES—Continued 


In proceeding pursuant to sections 4 (e) and 5 (a) of Natural Gas Act, 
concerning lawfulness of proposed F. P. C. gas tariff, examiner finds that 
suspended F. P. C. gas tariff, original volume No. 1, as formally proposed 
to be amended does not constitute a change in rate, charge, classification, 
or service provided for by Colorado Interstate’s presently existing rate 
schedules. Colorado Interstate Gas Co., ‘Proceeding Upon Order Suspend- 
ing Tariffs Filed Under Natural Gas Act 

Examiner concludes that suspension of gas tariff, original volume No. 1, 
as proposed to be amended, should be lifted and such tariff, as amended, 
allowed to be filed as a compliance with Commission’s rate schedule regu- 
lations as amended by general order No. 144, 18 C. F. R. 154.84 and 154.85. 


Claim that Commission’s general order No. 144, amending section 154 of 
Commission’s General Rules and Regulations, in and of itself terminated 
the 1931 contract between Colorado Interstate and Natural and filed as a 
rate schedule is without merit. Id 


(b) Preference and Discrimination. 


F. P. C. gas tariff, original volume No. 2, filed in compliance with Com- 
mission’s general order No. 144, 18 C, F. R. 154.84 and 154.85, does not 
include as a contract relating thereto, presently existing effective provi- 
sions of 1931 contract, and therefore constitutes changes in terms and con- 
ditions of service which are prima facie unjust, unreasonable and unduly 
discriminatory. All presently existing effective provisions of the 1931 
contract which have not been restated in F. P. C. gas tariff, original volume 
No. 2, should be continued in effect by Colorado Interstate, and such con- 
tract as presently supplemented and amended should be considered as an 
executed service agreement in accordance with provisions of order No. 
144 until superseded by executed service agreement. Colorado Interstate 
Gas Co., Proceeding Upon Order Suspending Tariffs Filed Under Natural 


Doctrine of laches, by reason of practice of Colorado Interstate of allow- 
ing Public Service, for 114 years, to buy all its gas, regardless of use in its 
own plants, under resale schedules, cannot be applicable so as to confine 
Colorado Interstate’s rates to gas sold for resale for ultimate public con- 
sumption where regulatory agency detects favoritism by company through 
company’s wilful neglect. 

Pipeline company can sell and deliver gas in bulk under agreement with 
purchaser that purchaser shall measure part of such gas used by it in its 
power plants and pay therefor at rate different from. ‘that demanded for 
gas actually resold by purchaser. Colorado Interstate should be required 
under section 4 (b) of act to end existing preference to affiliated customer, 
Public Service, by requiring it to purchase its plant-used gas under separate 
contracts, or at least put it on same rate schedule as city of Colorado 
Springs as to plant-used gas. 


See also JURISDICTION, 3.. Rates. 
NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
1. EVIDENCE. 
(a) Effect on Navigability and Interstate Commerce. 


Proposed Carry Falls Reservoir operations on lower navigable 20-mile 
stretch of Raquette River, established as having been used and capable of 
being used for transportation of persons and property in interstate com- 
merce or foreign commerce, would effect interests of interstate or foreign 
commerce under section 23 (b) of Federal Power Act. Central New York 
Power Corp., Proceeding Upon Declaration of Intention Under Section 
23 (b) of Federal Power Act 
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NAVIGABLE WATERS—Continued _ 
1. Evipence—Continued 
(b) Navigability. 


Although floating of logs on Raquette River in its natural and ordinary 
condition was attended by some difficulty and was later aided by artificial 
means that river is a navigable stream (United States v. Appalachian 
Electric Power Co., 311 U. S. 377, 407). Central New York Power Corp., 
Proceeding Upon Declaration of Intention Under Section 28 (b) of Federal 
Power Act 

Use of a stream for floating of logs in commerce from one state to 
another or to a foreign country, or proof of its availability for such 
use, establishes its status as a navigable water of United States. 

A waterway once found navigable remains so. (United States v. Ap- 
palachian Electric Power Co., 311 U. S. 377). 

Navagability of a substantial part only of a waterway will establish its 
Status in law as a navigable waterway. 

2. FINDINGs. 


Examiner finds (1) that Raquette River, from source to confluence with 
St. Lawrence River, is a navigable water of United States; (2) interests 
of interstate and foreign commerce would be affected by construction and 
operation of proposed Carry Falls Reservoir; and (3) license for pro- 
posed construction is required under provisions of Federal Power Act. 
Central New York Power Corp., Proceeding Upon Declaration of Intention 
Under Section 23 (b) of Federal Power Act 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 

A portion of proceeding having heretofore been heard before another 
presiding officer, Texas Eastern’s motion to dismiss application granted 
as to portion of application based upon section 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act 
on ground that examiner has no jurisdiction. Teras Gas Transmission 


Corp., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity____ 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 

See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
RATES. 


See JURISDICTION, 3. Rares. 
RATE SCHEDULES. 

See NATURAL GAS COMPANIES, 3. Rate SCHEDULES. 
WATERS. 


See NAVIGABLE WATERS; LICENSE, 3. Water RESOURCES, 
DEVELOPMENT OF. 
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TO ORDERS OF COMMISSION IN THE NATURE 
OF OPINIONS 


ABANDONMENT —Section 7 (b) (N.G. A.). 


1, AUTHORIZATION OF. Page 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—1193_-_----------- 1134 
Baltic Operating Co., docket No. G—-1155____-____-----~- Bosc, 672 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—-1176___------ svecstlladetantestole 826 
Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G-645__-------------- 717 
Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G—1133__------------- 721 
Crystal City Gas Co. and Allegany Gas Co., docket No. G-992__ 1235 
Home Gas Co. and Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1182_.__ 888 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G—1204_...-_.--.-...~.--.-~-. 978 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co. and Cumberland & Alleghany 
Gan Oo., Gocltet. Dies GAoee is oe 2 ee ek 1092 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1221____-_----------- 1055 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-1181__------__--_--------~-- 931 
ACCOUNTS. 
1. OrnDER REQUIRING ACCOUNTING. 
Otter Tail Power Co., docket No. E-6196_____- pS a og 1046 
2. RECLASSIFICATION OF. 
(a) Amending Prior Order. 
West Texas Utilities Co., December 20, 1949_.___-_____-______ 1378 
(b) Electric. 
Amesbury Electric Light Co., January 18, 1949___-_____________ 629 
Braddock Light & Power Co., Inc., September 27, 1949__._-____ 1157 
Canes Miectric Oc., Acmumt BO, 10Gb i es 1108 
Citisens Miectric Gorm... May Ti, 1 isk nck nines 868 
Citizens Heat, Light & Power Co., November 15, 1949___-____-_ 1268 
Conowingo Power Co., August 4, 1949__...._________________ 1064 
Eastern Kansas Utilities, Inc., March 8, 1949____---____-__-__ 747 
Empire District Electric Co., February 8, 1949___-__-_-_-______ 682 
Interstate Light & Power Co., January 12, 1949_.____-___-____ 618 
Interstate Light & Power Co. (Del.), July 19, 1949__---______ 1009 
Iowa Public Service Co., December 20, 1949__._--______-_____ 1376 
Mies Poder Cotw:, Mardin s, 19 oo et 740 
Michigan Gas & Electric Co., February 23, 1949___----_-______ 720 
Mississippi Valley Public Service Co., February 23, 1949_-____ 719 
Northern Berkshire Gas Co., March 29, 1949_____-__________-_ 775 
Pacific Power & Light Co., August 30, 1949___________--______ 1108 
Potomac Transmission Co., February 17, 1949_._.-_.________ 713 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., November 15, 1949__________ 1269 
| Rockland Electric Co., March 31, 1949_-_____-_____---._-___ 783 
St. Croix Power Co., January 12, 1949____________-_____.___- 616 
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ACCOUNTS—Continued 
2. RECLASSIFICATION or—Continued 


(b) Electric—Continued 

Sherrard Power System, March 31, 1949 

Sho-Me Power Corp., August 30, 1949 

South Dakota Public Service Co., December 20, 1949 

South Penn Power Co., January 12, 1949 

Southern Utah Power Co., January 18, 1949_.--___-__-_-_~.. 

Wachusett Electric Co., January 4, 1949 

West Maryland Power Co., March 22, 1949_.._-._-______.._-.. 

West Penn Power Co., December 14, 1949 

West Texas Utilities Co., July 19, 1949 

Worcester Suburban Electric Co., March 15, 1949 

Gas. 

Iowa Public Service Co., December 20, 1949. 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., September 9, 1949 

North Central Gas Co., November 1, 1949 

Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co., November 1, 1949_..-___ 

South Dakota Public Service Co., December 20, 1949 

Union Gas System, Inc., December 14, 1949 

West Texas Gas Co., November 22, 1949 

Zenith Gas System, Inc., December 14, 1949 

(d) Modifying Order. 

United Fuel Gas Co., Huntington Development & Gas Co., War- 
field Natural Gas Co., and Cincinnati Gas Transportation Co., 
docket Nos. G-812, G-813, G-814, G-816 

West Penn Power Co., December 14, 1949 


ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 
1. DETERMINATION OF. 
Escondido Mutual Water Co., project No. 176 (San Luis Rey). 1047 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 1218 
2. DETERMINATION oF NET CHANGES IN. 
Escondido Mutual Water Co., project No. 176 (San Luis Rey). 1047 
Louisville Gas & Electric Co., project No. 289 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 204 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 621_....___-__--__ 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 637 
ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10 (e) (F. P.A.). 
1, ADJUSTMENT. 
Ketchikan, Alaska, City of, project No. 1922 
2. ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT FOR OVERPAYMENT. 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 1759 
3. APPLICATION FOR EXEMPTION FROM. 
(a) Dismissed. 


Tacoma, Wash., City of, project No. 1862 
(b) Granted. 
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ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10 (e) (F. P. A.) —Continued 
4, DETERMINATION. 


Arkansas Valley Electric Cooperative Corp., project No. 1636__- 
Black River Electric Cooperative, project No. 1720 


5. Partiat EXEMPTION FROM. 


Allegan, Mich., City of, project No. 785 

Brazos River Conservation and Reclamation District, project 
No. 1490 

Grand River Dam Authority, project No. 1494 

Pasadena, Calif., City of, project No. 1250 

Red Bluff Water Power Control District, project No. 1280. 


6. WAIVER OF PENALTIES. 


Brazos River Conservation and Reclamation District, project 
No. 1490 


Telluride Power Co., project No. 994 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Sec- 
tion 7 (N. G. A.). 


1. APPLICATION AND PROCEEDINGS. 


(a) 


(b) 


(e) 


Amendment. 

Commonwealth Natural Gas Corp., Piedmont Natural Gas Corp., 
Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., Tennessee Gas Transmission 
Co., Virginia Natural Gas Co., Eastern Natural Gas Co., docket 
Nos. G-963, G-1105, G-1261, G-1273, G-1241, G—1259 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. and South Jersey Gas Co., 
docket Nos. G—1277, G—1289 

Dismissed. 

Border Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—234 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G-883_-_-_------~ 

Gulfcoast Northern Gas Co., docket No. G—-1111 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G—1153 

Motion Dismissed. 

Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated Gas 
Co., docket No. G—1156 


Requiring Compliance with Regulations. 
Atlantic Gulf Gas Co., docket No. G-887 
Piedmont Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—1105 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—884 


Withdrawal of Application. 
Mesabi Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1135___-...-------------_ 


2. CerTIFICATE AMENDED. 


Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket Nos. G—713, G-863 

Trans-Continental Gas Pipe Line Co., Inc., Trans-Continental 
Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket Nos. G—704, G-1143 

Trunkline Gas Supply Co., docket No. G-882 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-S74 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1286__-__-----------_. 


816 
713 


1034 


1038 
1035 


11038 


908 


$10 


1033 


1331 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con. Page 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 





Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1271________ 1300 
































Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G-1198_______________ 1134 
Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas Co., docket No. G-1189___-__________ 934 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-1175___._.___---_______ 1021 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-1249________ 1214 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., and 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket Nos. G-854, G-962__. 650 
Billings Gas Co., docket No. G-1239__-....___________________ 1166 
Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp., docket No. G-1257......... 1324 
Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1201_________ 965 
Chicago District Pipeline Co., docket No. G-1212_______-___-____ 1016 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-1170_____________________ 848 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-1203_______________ 1123 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-1266___.__________ 1237 
Colorado-W yoming Gas Co., docket No. G-645__.___------____ 717 
Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G-1133________-_______ 721 
Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G-1217________-________ 1078 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No, G-1258____________ 1230 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G-1278___.-______ 1303 
County Gas Co., docket No. G—1174_____________ See 915 
Crystal City Gas Co. and Allegany Gas Co., docket No. Ce 992_.. 1285 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1272___________ 1259 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co. and Tennessee Gas Transmis- 

sion Co., docket Nos. G—1065, G—1070____.______-__________ 836 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1208________-_________ 1074 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1218____-____________ 1080 
El] Paso Natural Gas Co. and Pacific Gas & Electric Co., docket 

I et TO a ae 726 
Equitable Gas Co., docket No. G-1185__......_.__._____.._____ 865 
ene Gaeta. Ga Ne, Gee 1322 
Home Gas Co. and Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1182_._ 888 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. Get BO cciotescaicieones 982 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G-1279___-______ 1219 
Iroquois Gas Corp., docket No. G-1215___----___--_-_________ 1075 
Jersey Central Power & Light Co., docket No. G-1228________ 1154 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G-1180___. 1030 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G-1204_______________________ 978 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G—1269__....______-_________. 1232 
Louisiana-Nevada Transit Co., docket No. G-1184____________ 904 
Louisiana-Nevada Transit Co., docket No. G-1187_-._________ 912 


Manufacturers Light & Heat Co. and Cumberland & Allegheny 


ee, RIO TRO. Ike ic eee Ee 1092 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. G— 1192 ainsi toned 937 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G-1145______ 593 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-1166________ 846 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-1270_______ 1233 
North Central Gas Co., docket No. G-1225___..._..__________ 1056 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1173_--__.__________ 825 


Northern Natural Gas Co., 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con. 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-1181 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—1205 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—1219 
Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No. G—1207 
Southern Counties Gas Co. of California and San Diego Gas & 


Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1223_----_--------.. 
Southern Union Gas Co., docket No. G—1154 

Southern Union Gas Co., docket No. G-1178 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—-911 

Tennessee Gas 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1001 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1188 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1206 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1226 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1284 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1211 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1227______-- 


United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—1202__-__--_----__-__--_. 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1231 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-1237 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1286 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-1291__---_---_-----_- 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-446 

United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1 

United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1216 

West Texas Gas Co., docket No. G—1186 

Wisconsin Southern Gas Co., docket No. G—1165___--__----_-- 


4. OrpER MopIFyYING. 


Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—585__-.-_- 

Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—961 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—889. 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-S89 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1065 

Michigan Gas Storage Co., docket No. G—731 

Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated Gas 
Ga, Giant Wes. SG ish te tes oncn 

Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated Gas 
Co., docket No. G—1156 

Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated Gas 
Co., docket No. G-1156 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Con, Page 
4, ORDER Mopiryinc—Continued 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated Gas 
Co., docket No. G—-1156 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1223 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—962--...._-- = 


CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SALE—Section 208 (F. P. A.) 
1, SECURITIES. 


(a) Merger and Acquisition of. 


Louisville Gas & Electric Co. and Louisville Transmission Corp., 
docket No. E-6245 


2. TRANSFER, MERGER OR SALE AUTHORIZED. 


Atlantic City Electric Co., docket No. E-6216 

California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6222____-____--__ 

Carolina Power & Light Co., Roanoke River Power Co. and Vir- 
ginia Electric & Power Co., docket No. E-6207 

Georgia Power Co. and South Carolina Power Co., docket No. 
E-6197 

Hartford Electric Light Co., docket No. E-6201 

Kentucky Utilities Co., docket No. E-6253 

Kentucky Utilities Co. and Louisville Gas & Electric Co., docket 
Nos. E-6232, E-6234 

Louisville Gas & Electric Co. and Louisville Transmission Corp., 
docket No. E-6245 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. and Dakotas Electric Cooperative, 
Inec., docket No. E-6210 

Ohio Power Co. and Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., docket No. 


Potomac Electric Power Co. and Braddock Light & Power Co., 
ie, Geek hey GG thst eed bth bi Aedes 

Virginia Electric & Power Co. and Herbert Trotter, Executor of 
Joseph I. Triplett, Deceased, docket No. E-6211 

Virginia Electric & Power Co. and East Coast Electric Co., 
ocean’ 200: T0- Gate ask ce eh eee Se Sone 


DIRECTORS. See OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS. 
EMERGENCY. 
1, INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 


(a) Determination and Order for—Section 202 (d) (F. P. A.). 
Central Maine Power Co., docket No. E-6247. 
Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric Co., docket No. IT-5984__ 
Connecticut Light & Power Co., docket No. E-6193__...._.____ 
Du Pont de Nemours & Co., E. I., docket No. E-6230 
Kansas Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6116 
Long Bell Lumber Co., docket No. E-6241 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., docket Nos. IT-6015, IT-6022__ 
Texas Gulf Sulphur Co. (Inc.), docket No. B-6236 
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SMERGENCY—Continued 
2. OrDER EXTENDING. 


Arizona Edison Co., Inc., docket No. E-6107_--------------~- oes 

Guilt Of} Gorm, Geekset Bia. FE = QO aa aii cctt ei whintiiinticbnwes 

Homestake Mining Co., docket No. IT—6093 

Kansas Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6116 

Magnolia Petroleum Co., docket No. IT-6065 

Maine Public Service Co. and Fraser Paper, Ltd., docket No. 
IT-6026 

Texas Electric Service Co., Texas Power & Light Co., Dallas 
Power & Light Co., Community Public Service Co., and South- 
western Electric Service Co., docket No. IT—6077 

EXPORTATION. 
1. ELEcTRIC. 


(a) Authorization Extended. 
Maine Public Service Co., docket No. IT-6028 


(b) Authorization Granted. 


Compania Servicios Publicos Fomentos de Reynosa, S. A., and 

Central Power & Light Co.; Luz y Fuerza de Reynosa, S. A., 
and Central Power & Light Co., docket Nos. IT-5725, E-6191_. 1105 
1066 

Gonzalez, Jose Barrera and Central Power & Light Co., docket 
No. IT-5961 957 
Lake Electric Corp., docket No, E-6135__.-_.__-___-_---..___ 734 

Secretaria de Recursos Hidraulicos de Mexico and Central 
Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6184 1026 

Servicios Electricos de Piedras Negras, 8S. A., and Central 
Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-5026 897 


(c) Order Approving Change in Facilities. 


INTERCONNECTIONS. See EMERGENCY. 


INTERLOCKING DIRECTORATES. See OFFICERS AND DI- 
RECTORS. 


INVESTIGATION. 
1. OrpDER ENLARGING. 


Florida Power Corp., docket No. E-6152__........__.__________ 1058 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. and Hugoton Production Co., 
docket No. G—1147 620 


2. OrpDER INSTITUTING. 


3. OrpER TERMINATING. 


United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-1159__________________ 1401 
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JURISDICTION. 
1. Gas. 


Delhi Oil Corp., docket No. G—1090 
Delhi Oil Corp., docket No. G—1168 


2. SECURITIES. 


Iowa Bilectric Co., docket No. E-@285...................... 1224 
Kentucky Utilities Co., docket No. E-6239 
LICENSE. 
1, AMENDMENTS. 
(a) Application denied. 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 516 
(b) Application Dismissed. 
Hooper, M. C., project No. 898 
Moon Lake Electric Association, Inc., project No. 1773 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 1447 
Authorized. 
Alaska Metals & Power Co., project No. 1905__..--__--_-___ 
California Oregon Power Co.. project No. 1927__---------~- 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 485 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 485 
Grand River Dam Authority, project No. 1494 
Jackson Hole Light & Power Co., project No. 1198 
Ketchikan, Alaska, City of, project No. 420___-.-.._-----_- 
Louisville Gas & Electric Co., project Nos. 1000, 1719 
Niagara Falls Power Co., project No. 16 
Ottumwa, Iowa, City of, project No. 925 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 1076 
Pend Oreille Mines and Metals Co., project No. 1393 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 1913 
Seattle, Wash., City of, project No. 553 


Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 765........-...-.____ 

Washington Water Power Co., project No. 510 

Western Colorado Power Co., project No. 

Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 1759__--.----_ 

Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 1759 

Wisconsin Public Service Corp., project No. 1966, docket 
No. IT-5543_- 

Order Modifying. 

Seattle, Wash., City of, project No. 553 

Order Rescinding Authorization. 

Georgia Power Co., project No. 485 

Hooper, M. C., project No. 898 

Withdrawal of Application. 

Ketchikan, Alaska, City of, project No. 420 
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LICENSE—Continued 
2. APPLICATION AND PROCEEDINGS. 
(a) Dismissed. 
Collins, George W., project No. 1652__.___--_- 
Grove, Emerson M. and Eva Lee Calhoun, Administratrix, proj- 
OE, Se a ieee 
Young, F. J. and Joe Scanavino, project No. 1924 
(b) -Withdraval. 
Utah Power & Light Co., project Nos. 486, 597, 665, 671, 675, 696, 
Ta i Civile ead ne aicsan thi Bcaa aacieellnen Ni casas aati lita asin 
Water Project Authority, project No. 1270 


3. MAJOR PROJECTS. 


(a) Authorized. 
Arentsen, Harold A., project No. 1998 1139 
Bonners Ferry, Village of, project No. 1991__ 1140 
Cliff Richmond Lumber Co., project No. 1502- 656 
Dairyland Power Cooperative, project No. 1960______- ‘ 1276 
Heber Light & Power Plant, project No. 1994 : 1410 
Montana Power Co., project No. 1869 tiene beibetd 751 
Northern States Power Co., project No. 1982_____--_- snbten 1286 
Oakdale Irrigation District, South San Joaquin Irrigation Dis- 
trict, project No. 2005 1027 
Pollock, Charles R. and L. B. Cooper, project No. 404 1333 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 1893____---- 853 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 2017 953 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp., project No. 1966, docket No. 
IT-55438 - 691 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp., project No. 1968 658 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp., project No. 1979 594 
Order Approving Lease Agreement and rer erees 
Hall-Interstate Mining Co., et al., 1359 
(c) Order Superseding. 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 1975 1177 
4, Mtnor Prosects. 
(a) Authorized. 
Archambault, E. F., project No. 1885 
Breitenbush Hot Springs, project No. 1443 
Bruff, Ethel May and Portia Belle, project No. 
Buckner, Harry 8., project No. 2008 
Bushati, Elias, project No. 1997 
Chatham Strait Fish Co., project No. ao 
Chisholm, Arthur W., project No. 
Cook, Fred W., and Catherine Sullivan, project No. 1479 
Corbett, Henry L., project No. 891 
Hooper, M. C., project No. 898 
Hornback, Marvin E., project No. 2007_ 
Hylton, Hal T., project No. 1992 ’ 
Larrabee Real Estate Co., project No. 871 





1460 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 





LICENSE—Continued Page 
4. Minor Prosects—Continued 
Molybdenum Corp. of America, project No. 312__-_._---------~. 850 
Moose Creek Ranches, Inc., project No. 1996_-.-------------- 936 
Mount Baker Ski Club, project No. 1409_....--------_..------ 606 
Percival, Edgar F. and Ruth R. Percival, project No. 980__--_~_ 1243 
Stamina Mining & Milling Co., project No. 979_-----_--------- 1241 
° Stimpson, Charles R., project No. 9890_............._.......... 1125 
Symons, William, Jr., project No. 2010---..._-__-__--_.._--_. 1146 
Tillotson, Olive Blanche, project No. 1543_----------------- 1294 
Wilking, George H., dba Hook-Aston Milling Co., project No. 
iat artigos lect cn celles obdcemnsclben nando detiniatsiaehanianiaihliiae 813 


(b) Order Rescinding. 


Grove, Emerson M. and Eva Lee Calhoun, Administratrix, 
project No. 1964 


Lecce se sacaelinaiianleniien dienes ppabimieaeiiginabeaia 770 
5. OrpeER MopiryIne. 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 1980__------_----- 1061 
6. SURRENDER. 
Re ede |) es ne eee 780 
Montana Power Co., project No. 1838__.._..._-_...------...... 930 
pA EE 1173 
Muney,; Prudence, project Ne. Gib... 2. enn 1293 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Okanogan County, Wash., ~roject 
ca a ad kits telecine 645 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project Nos. 339, 1304--.______ 907 
Seattle, Wash., City of, project No. 1215_..---.._-___-_-_.._-- 908 
Severin, Robert R., project No. 865_.....-.....___-___-...... 598 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 1686__..__..__--____ 883 
7. TERMINATION. 
SE A PS cena te a ee 1052 
8. TRANSFER. 
(a) Application Dismissed in Part. 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project Nos. 339, 1304_-----___ 907 
(b) Approving. 
Gallois, Eliza McM. and Eleanor Bechen, project No. 1882______ 903 
Green, Gayle R. and Ruby M. Green and Plumas-Sierra Develop- 
EE i Ne SIO) a tetitannceniinnditiadnaiaitbitndeniitmsids 1153 
Miller, Peter, E., Glen Ashmead and C. W. Ashmead, project 
I SU tanta anti ih ina itelcaai eie 1264 
San Gorgonio Electric Corp., California Electric Power Co., 
IE Rc a it nares cotta cescibe a a eee at 1210 


Spencer, Cordelia Schrode and John Dewey King and Lesta H. 
King, project No. 1512 
Western Machinery Co. and Jesse I. Smith, project No. 719__-_. 864 
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MERGER. See CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, AND SALE Page 
OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS. 7 
Anderson, Fred W., docket No. ID—1085__...-------.----..--- 698 
Asmus, Adelbert J., docket No. ID—1124__-__-_-_-_----_-_---- 1206 
Barney, Austin D., docket No. ID—1113_~__--..__-----__----.-. 942 
Chambers, Leo F., docket No. ID-—1003__.-..--_---_.---.~~--- 1216 
Chubb, Chester N., docket No. ID-1101.___..--_.-.....-_.-_. 1151 
Corson, Albert S., docket No. ID-1118____--__-_-----_-------- 1041 
Claytor, Graham, docket No. ID-316__...--........_.--_._-~- 1394 
Conte, A. Th, Geet Tie) Tava ciinibicntentinwaisncswes 1398 
Cramer, Harold, docket No. ID—11290_...........-..........-. 1393 
Corus TE: Bis Genet Tee, Fi kas ech she Snne 1087 
Baan, Delian, Gc TU a i hk wh dice 1152 
Dunn, Richard R., docket No. ID-1080___--.--_--__----__--_- 663 
Dunn, Richard R., docket No. ID-1080__-__------...----_--_- 807 
Fields, Ernest S., docket No. ID-885___---_____ Slee ace 1164 
Halbig, John P., docket No: ID-O04..... 2 cn. 1396 
Harbison, H. W., deeciet No. I-11Sk...... scans 1163 
Faayenoed, We. .F., Ge re ee hii cence ceene 1392 
me ene 1091 
Hesan; Arnos, docuet Ne. 1itige.............. ee 1393 
Jones, Chandler W., docket No. ID—1086_____.._..__.__________ 776 
easy, Wwarear i; Geet ee Be eee. 1040 
Hetlett, Mrnest G.; Genet No, E-s9G- 1042 
Kellett, Ernest G., docket No. ID-495____.__-___-__-_________ 1206 
Kohlhepp, Charles E., docket No. ID-504__---__-______--______ 1207 
Luessow, Carl H., docket No. ID-1007__..........--__._______ 1265 
McDevitt, Vincent P., docket No. ID-1115__---__--__----...__ 1040 
pO ee 2s | eee rr 806 
Pees TNO Ws, RR TI, ccc acest ces chile tag te 697 
Montgomery, Daniel T., docket No. ID-1106__________--_______ 1208 
po a a ER ee ee 1089 
Naybdert, Henry F., Gocket No. TE Fire. lk. 699 
O’Brien, Joseph Paul, docket No. ID-1122_____-__-___-_-______ 1162 
Powers, Philip H., docket No. ID-1108___.__-..---_.-..--._.. 805 
Beane; Wee-Fi Gee: FAO. Ti cst bien ._ $3 
ee eS ae eee 1090 
Russell, Frederick W., docket No. ID-1116_____--.-.-______- ._ 1089 
Smith, Alfred W., docket No. ID-1014___....________________ 859 
Soremuom, CG. VG Dee Tia Bae ect tte stetincemetiescrecis deen 1392 
Sapa, PPR: GI TO. Pe chiens cate sehiesitegenentnteedsiiniewn.ce 1397 
Strunk, Allen C., docket No. ID-—1071_..._.................- 1292 
Williams, Floyd C., docket No. ID-1121_.-...--...._..-.__.- 1291 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 
1. AMENDATORY ORDER. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co. and Pacific Gas & Electric Co., docket 
ERR: TI GO stack cine ceed dins tiie 772 
2. EXxHIsir. 
California Oregon Power Co., project No. 1927__--__- Ss caeedneiilinaas 779 
Carolina Power & Light Co., project No. 482__..-.__-_.-_._____ 715 


892463—52—97 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
2. Exureit—Continued 


Concord Electric Co., project No. 1903 
Connecticut River Power Co. and New England Power Co., 
project No. 1904 


New England Power Co., project No. 1892_--.._..-----._._.._- 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., project No. 487 

Seattle, Wash., City of, project No. 553 

Seattle, Wash., City of, project No. 553....................... 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 516 

Southern California Edison Co., project No. 

Southern California Edison Co., project No. 3 


8. FINDINGs. 


Lower Colorado River Authority, docket No. E-6208 

Nantahala Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6178 

Nantahala Power & Light Co., docket Nos. E-6202, E-6203, 
Sg sicily teat ais nas dessins ea inad th nndamentaehcss 

Presque Isle County Electric Cooperative Association, docket 
No. E-6150 

Rockland Light & Power Co., docket No. E-6220 

Tacoma, Wash., City of, docket No. E-6156 


4. HEARING, 


(a) Order Continuing. 


Commonwealth Natural Gas Corp., Piedmont Natural Gas Corp., 
Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., Tennessee Gas Transmis- 
sion Co., Virginia Natural Gas Co., Eastern Natural Gas Co., 
docket Nos. G-963, G—-1105, G-1261, G-1273, G-1241, G-1259__ 

(b) Order Fizving. 


Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. and St. Francis Electric Generat- 

ing Co., Arkansas Power & Light Co. and Arkansas-Missouri 
Power Co., docket Nos. E-6185, E-6195___...--__.-__._---- 705 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G—1299 1306 
Central Arizona Light & Power Co., docket No. E-6212_._-..__. 814 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-1214 894 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., Tennessee Gas Transmission 
791 
1058 


1222 

Indiana Gas & Water Co., Inc., Eastern Indiana Gas Co., and 
Summit Gas and Water Co., Inc., docket Nos. G-1200, G-1222__ 923 
Interstate Light & Power Co. (Wis.), docket No. E-6252--____- 1335 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. G-1251 1057 
Niagara Falls Power Co., project No. 16 755 
Otter Tail Power Co., docket No. E-6196 724 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1240 989 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Conhtinued 
4. HEARING—Continued 


(c) 


South Carolina Public Service Authority, project No, 199 

Southern Counties Gas Co. of California, docket No. G-1157___- 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. and South Jersey Gas Co., 
docket Nos. G-1277, G—1289 

Waynesboro Gas Co., docket No. G-1110 

Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., docket No. E-6213 

Order Vacating. 

Iowa Electric Co., docket No. E-6235 


5. INTERVENTION. 


(a) 


(d) 


Denied, 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—1193 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1272____---_--_ 
Florida Power Corp., docket No. E-6152__...--...-_-------_ 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1252_____ hincenicemesionieetal 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1252_-___-._---_------ 
Virginia Electric and Power Co., project No. 2009 

Motion to Dismiss Denied. 

Commonwealth Natural Gas Corp., Piedmont Natural Gas Corp., 
Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., Tennessee Gas Transmission 
Co., Virginia Natural Gas Co., Eastern Natural Gas Co., docket 
Nos. G-—963, G-1105, G-1261, G—1273, G—1241, G—1259 

Participation Granted. 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1272__________ 

Linoma Power Co., project No. 2002 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. and Hugoton Production Co., 
docket No. G—1147 

Virginia Electric & Power Co., project No. 2009___--._.------- 

Reconsideration of Denial. 


Virginia Electric & Power Co., project No. 2009_.-...-_------. 


6. OnDER TO SHOW CAUSE. 


(a) 


(b) 


Issued. 


Arizona Edison Co., Inc., docket No. E-6194 

Central Arizona Light & Power Co., docket No. E-6212__.----_ 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co. and Tennessee Gas Transmis- 
sion Co., docket Nos. G—1065, G—1070 

Indiana Gas & Water Co., Inc., Eastern Indiana Gas, Co. and 


Interstate Light & Power Co. (Wis.), docket No. E-6252 

Niagara Falls Power Co., project No. 16 

Pennsylvania Electric Co., docket No. E-6251 

Rescinded and Terminated. 

Niagara Falls Power Co., project No. 16 

Safe Harbor Water Power Corp., Pennsylvania Water & Power 
Co., and Susquehanna Transmission Co. of Maryland, project 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
6. OrnDER TO SHow CausE—Continued 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp., project No. 1966, docket 
Pe etches dad cn dntares SE en St ae Id ites 
7. PROCEEDINGS. 
(a) Order Clarifying Issues. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1240 
(b) Order Denying Motion for Severance. 

Commonwealth Natural Gas Corp., Piedmont Natural Gas 
Corp., Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Co., Virginia Natural Gas Co., Eastern Natural 
Gas Co., docket Nos. G-963, G—1105, G—1261, G—1273, G—1241, 
I iit tins tialisiceecactantlenin seine het phicdedbintedlteb la ditcts Piciehbteenaces 

Order Denying Motion to Make Application More Definite and 
Certain. 

Gulfcoast Northern Gas Co., docket No, G—1111 

Order Denying Reopening. 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co. and Tennessee Gas Transmis- 
sion Co., docket Nos. G—1065, G—-LO70 

Order Dismissing Petition to Reopen. 

Power Authority of the State of New York, project No. 2000__- 

Order Reopening. 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co. and Tennessee Gas Transmis- 
sion Co., docket Nos. G—1065, G—1070______----_ aes 

San Juan Pipe Line Co., El Paso Natural Gas Co., and Pacific 
Gas & Electric Co., docket Nos. G—1067, G—-1177, G—1195 

Waynesboro Gas Co., docket No. G—1110 

Order Severing. 

Atlantic Seaboard Corp., Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., and 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket Nos. G—854, G—962__ 

(h) Order Terminating. 

Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co. (Cincinnati Gas Transporta- 
tion Co.), docket No. G-663__.__--_-----_- cooaal 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1160 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1150 


8. RECorD REOPENED. 


Fresno Irrigation District and Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project 

Nos. 1925, 175, 1988 1143 
Fresno Irrigation District and Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project 

Nos. 1925, 175, 1988 1253 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 1930 1264 


9. REHEARING, RECONSIDERATION, AND REARGUMENT. 
(a) Denied. 


Arkansas Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-5829_____________ 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1214 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1214 





INDEX TO ORDERS 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
9. REHEARING, RECONSIDERATION, AND REARGUMENT—Continued 

Brazos River Conservation and Reclamation District, project 
No. 1490___-- sctiinar nig it Aelia dessa tip Sieh dae acatbiinateattaih psi alia narteaaldia 

Council Bluffs Gas Co., Central Electric & Gas Co., Minnesota 
Valley Natural Gas Co., Minneapolis Gas Light Co., Hastings 
Gas Co., and Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Co. v. Northern Nat- 
ural Gas Co.; Northern Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G—1107, 
G-1041, G—1046, G-1049, G-1050, G-1101, G—-1108 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co. and Tennessee Gas Transmis- 
sion Co., docket Nos. G—1065, G—1070_____- 

Montana Power Co., docket No, IT-5840 

Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 1447___- 

Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., docket No. IT-5915 

Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., docket No. IT-5915 

Pittsburgh, City of v. Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co. 
Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co.; Pittsburgh and West 
ginia Gas Co., Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., docket 
G-627, G—635 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1252 

Virginia Electric & Power Co., project No. 2009__-__.----_---- 


Granted. 

Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., Brooklyn Union 
Gas Co., Kings County Lighting Co., docket Nos. G—1167, 
G—1171, G—1190 

Montana Power Co., project No. 1860........................ 

Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 233_._..-....._....--_. 

Wisconsin Public Service Corp., project No. 1966, docket No. 


. MOTION TO OMIT INTERMEDIATE DECISION. 


(a) Denied. 


Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., Brooklyn Union 
Gas Co., and Kings County Lighting Co., docket Nos. G—1167, 
G-1171, G—1190 


. Stay or ORDER. 


(a) Denied. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1214- 


2. STIPULATIONS. 
(a) Withdrawal from. 
Waynesboro Gas Co., docket No. G-1110 
PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
1. DISMISSED. 
Grand River Dam Authority, project No. 1954 


2. ISSUED. 


Linoma Power Co., project No. 2002_......._...____________ 
Snohomish County Public Utility District No. 1, project No. 
1993__ 





1466 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


PUBLIC LANDS. 
1. WITHDRAWAL. 


Lands reserved in power site reserve No. 416 and project No. 
514, docket No. DA-732-California—Edward S. Sackett___- 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 13 and pro- 
posed project No. 247, docket No. DA-704-California—State 
of California, Department of Public Works, Division of 
RUN scciccccincies ta hastening cniinsilaiaiiasteg la ibeausol 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 32, docket No. 
DA-280-Colorado—Colorado State Highway Department__- 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 92, docket No. 
DA-285-—Colorado—Walter W. Kirkham 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 107 and power 
site reserve No. 674, docket No. DA-49—Alaska—Bureau of 
Land Management, Department of the Interior 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 115, docket 
Nos. DA-696-California—L. T. Henderson, DA-—700-Califor- 
nia—Ruel P. Leach and Mrs. Bert Leach, DA-701—Califor- 
nia—Ben Kimsey, DA-—706-California—J. B. Patterson___~ 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 116, docket No. 
DA-699-California—Paul A. Bundy 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 143, docket 
No. DA-364—Oregon—Eldon L. Spalding ; 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 183 and project 
Nos. 187, 1048, docket No. DA-712-California—County Offi- 
CERI OE TI Ce ii as i nee ees 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 190, docket 
No. DA-391—Idaho—Ernest L. Gallup 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 259, docket 
No. DA-74-Utah—Utah State Road Commission 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 266 and pro- 
proposed project Nos. 210 and 761, docket Nos. DA-—710—Cali- 
fornia—C. K. Protso, DA-—485-California—L. D. Long, DA- 
488—California—Herbert Shaw 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 63 and proposed proj- 
ect No. 57, docket No. DA-377-Oregon—Charles L. Griffith___ 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 81, docket No. 
DA-281--Colorado—Edwin H. Grant 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 81 and project No. 
625, docket No. DA-287-—Colorado—Mary C. Roberts____-_-- 


Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 87, docket No. 
DA-728—California—Eva Davis____----~~-- bate ak eee 


Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 87, docket No. DA- 
731-California—Franklin Garbarini 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 116, docket No. 
DA-698—California—Herman Sagehorn_- 

Land withdrawn in power site reserves Nos. 116 and 244, 
docket No. DA—278-Colorado—Miss Edith R. Eidem 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 139, docket No. 
DA-116-Wyoming—W. H. Davies___-.-___------_-__-_---__ 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 197, docket No. 
DA-104—-Washington—State of Washington, Department of 
Highways 
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PUBLIC LANDS—Continued 
1. WiTHDRAWAL—Continued 

Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 200 and project Nos. 
371, 532, docket No. DA-697-California—Elias Bushati 

Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 200 and project No. 
532, docket No. DA-711-California—Elias Bushati 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 201, docket No. 
DA-713-—California—Odean and Bertha Miller 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 261, docket No. 
DA-720—California—Clifford J. Rexinger and Mrs. Lydia 
Si DR eticeentia bes 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 322, docket No. 
DA-677-California—Carl Melom 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 349, docket No. 
DA-103-—Washington—M. J. Burke__- 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 416 and project No. 
971, docket No. DA-737-California—Lillie C. Kohn 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 448, docket No. 
DA-693-California—G. L. Watterson 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 485, docket No. 
DA-46—Alaska—Charles Denison 

Land withdrawn in power site reserves Nos. 500 and 757 and 
power site classification No. 301, docket No. DA-136—Mon- 
tana—Francis Leo Bagan 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 521, docket No. 
DA-394—-Idaho—David T. Smith 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 623, docket No. 
DA-367-Oregon—Lloyd E. Holifield 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 631, water power 
designation No. 11 and proposed project No. 428, docket 
No. DA-374-Oregon—County Court of Douglas County, Ore__ 
.and withdrawn in power site reserves Nos. 661 and 730 and 
water power designations Nos, 14 and 16, docket No. DA-369- 
Oregon—John Haupert 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 696 and proposed 
project No. 328, docket No. DA-717-California—Interstate 
Telegraph C 

Land withdrawn in project Nos. 1 and 654, docket No. DA-50- 
SS, “Fy. Tn ciciteas Sct ccs spice 

Land withdrawn in project No. 187, docket No. DA-695—Cali- 
fornia—Minerals Exploitation Trust 

Land withdrawn in project No. 1196, docket No. DA-44- 
Alaska—Bureau of Land Management, Department of the In- 
terior 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 152, docket No. 
DA-707-California—Carl G. Allen 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 163, docket No. D 
284-Colorado—Lawrence Wilbur Coffman 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 187, docket No. DA- 
689-California—Leslie F. Alger 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 187, docket No. DA- 
702-California—Goldfield Consolidated Mines Co 
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PUBLIC LANDS—Continued 
1. WirHpRAWAL—Continued 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 247, docket No. DA- 
688—California—Mrs. Maude O. Heaton 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 2 
714-California—Eldred L. Lane 

Land withdrawn in proposed project ‘No. 371, docket No. DA- 
692-California—State of California Department of Public 
oe ne ee a a ee ee 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 564, docket No. DA- 
730-California—Irene C, Dalley 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 68 
703—California—Paul Davis amie 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 687, docket No. DA- 
705-California—Irene Ethel Lund 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 720, docket No, DA- 
286—Colorado—W. A. Kyner, % Young and Young 

Land withdrawn in water power designation No. 1, power site 
reserve No. 548, and proposed project No. 1516, docket No. 
DA-39-—New Mexico—New Mexico State Highway Commission 

Land withdrawn in water power designation No. 8, Arizona 
No. 5, docket No. DA—92-Arizona—Mrs. George Goff_______- 

Land withdrawn in water power designation No. 17, docket No. 
DA-365—Oregon—Eugene Ambrose Dooley____ 

Land withdrawn in water power designation No. 17, docket No. 
DA-366—Oregon—Howard Leatherman 


2. WITHDRAWAL DENIED. 


Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 40, docket No. DA- 
71-Utah—Martin Lewis Guymon 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 78, docket No. DA- 
282-Colorado—John W. Waller 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 86 and power site 
classification No. 389, docket No. DA-721-California—Warren 
H. Wescoatt ii sdctan anata ieniln tigi icy 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 87 and proposed 
projects Nos. 284 and 593, docket No. DA-740—California— 
Esther C. Pollack 

Lands withdrawn in project No. 5, docket No. DA-137—Mon- 
tana—Bureau of Land Management, Department of the In- 
terior 

Lands withdrawn in project No. 564, docket No. DA-729-—Cali- 
al, Si accicccenriiietn digmniasiae falta tic csicceilag 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 885, doc ket No. DA- 
390-Idaho—Bureau of Land Management, Department of 
the Interior 


3. WITHDRAWAL MODIFIED. 


Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 266 and pro- 
posed projects Nos. 210 and 761, docket Nos. DA-710-Cali- 
fornia—C. K. Protso, DA-485-California—L. D. Long, DA- 
488-California—Herbert Shaw 
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PUBLIC LANDS—Continued 
4. WITHDRAWAL VACATED. 


Land withdrawn in project No. 1073 

Land withdrawn in project No. 1184__- . 

Land withdrawn in project No. 1870__.................-.-_.- 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 163, docket No. DA- 
283-—Colorado—United States Department of Agriculture, 
PONS - CD caceitstcesettitn seeccoticceintte a 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 767, docket No. DA- 
93-Arizona—State of Arizona, Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 839, docket No. DA-— 
105-Washington—Forest Service, Department of Agriculture_ 


RATES. 


1. ScHEDULEs. 


(a) Acceptance for Filing. 
Chicago District Electric Generating Corp., docket No. 

IT-—5500 
Pittsburgh, City of, v. Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co. 

and Kentucky-West Virginia Gas Co.; Pittsburgh and West 

Virginia Gas Co. and Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., docket 

Nos. G-—627, G—635 : 

Pittsburgh, City of, v. Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co. 

and Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co.; Pittsburgh and West 

Virginia Gas Co. and Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., docket 

i = SS ee 
Allowed to Take Effect. 

Appalachian Electric Power Co., Kentucky and West Virginia 

Power On; dd, Felbreary 2, Ten akc eetiddeiownn lili 666 
Arkansas-Missouri Power Co., August 29, 1949________ 1068 
Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas Co., July 7, 1949 969 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., Southwestern Gas & Electric Co., 

May 25, 1949 883 
Buffalo Niagara Electric Corp., January 18, 1949 630 
Central Power & Light Co., October 4, 1949_____ ; : 1165 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., March 15, 1949_ 4 760 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., August 29, 1949___...._--____ 1086 
Cities Service Gas Co., January 18, 1949 631 
Cities Service Gas Co., February 17, 1949 . 707 
Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., June 14, 1949__________ 927 
Commonwealth & Southern Corp. (N. Y.), June 14, 1949 917 
Commonwealth & Southern Corp. (N. Y.), June 14, 19$49___-.. 918 
Commonwealth & Southern Corp. (N. Y.), June 28, 1949 962 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., March 22, 1949__..___-_-___ 766 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., May 25, 1949 881 
Consumers Gas Co., July 7, 1949 969 
Delaware Power & Light Co., January 25, 1949 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., January 12, 1949 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., January 25, 1949 
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El Paso Natural Gas Co., April 27, 1949........................ 823 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., August 2, 1949___-..__-.-----.._.__ 1054 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., November 9, 1949__.----__._-..._ 1253 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., December 20, 1949_.....----_--_ 1389 
Empire District Electric Co., February 1, 1949__--_.______---- 661 
Empire Gas & Fuel Co., March 8, 1949_....................... 7 
Empire Gas & Fuel Co., June 28, 1949___--.--_-__------ 961 
Gulf States Utilities Co., January 4, 1949...-.--..__-____-___ 601 
Gulf States Utilities Co., January 18, 1949_........__________ 631 
Gulf States Utilities Co., January 18, 1949_......._-.--__-._ 631 
Gulf States Utilities Co., February 1, 1949_--._-_____---_---. 665 
Gulf States Utilities Co., May 25, 1949_........-......._..... 886 
Gulf States Utilities Co., June 14, 1949_..-........._....... 916 
Gulf States Utilities Co., June 28, 1949_..........._....._.... 963 
Gulf States Utilities Co., October 25, 1949...-...._-__-...__. 1209 
ge a ER a ee ee 1389 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., April 27, 1949__-._____-__---__. 824 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No, G—1230__------- 1187 
Kansas Gas & Electric Co., August 2, 1949_.....-..-..-..._.. 1054 
Kansas Gas & Electric Co. and Eastern Kansas Utilities, Inc., 
NS UN. UI cessing ht haan dca omaiiliiniatiaba 1160 
a ee ge 881 
Louisiana-Nevada Transit Co., July 7, 1949_...-._-.__________ 970 
Louisville Gas & Electric Co., August 4, 1949___------_.--.-__ 1062 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., March 22, 1949____---------- 765 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., June 21, 1949___.__-_--__--. 989 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., December 20, 1949__..._-__- 1390 
McKean Natural Gas Co., February 16, 1949......-___--.__- 705 


Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated 
Gas Co., docket No. G—1156 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, March 8, 1949__.--_--__ 742 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, March 22, 1949__..____- 768 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, March 22, 1949___-__---- 768 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, April 27, 1949_--.------ 821 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, June 8, 1949_..------- 909 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America and Chicago District Pipe- 

ae ‘Ce,, ocean DD, BD icisiscttcttctimticinncus 1390 
New York State Electric & Gas Corp., January 18, 1949___---_- 623 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., May 25, 1949_----------- 884 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., June 8, 1949___---.---___- 911 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., June 14, 1949___----__-_. 918 
Northern Natural Gas Co., February 14, 1949_--------.-----. 691 
Northern Natural Gas Co., June 28, 1949___..________________ 962 
Northern Natural Gas Co., August 2, 1949.........--...-... 1051 
Northern Natural Gas Co., November 29, 1949__-...---___--- 1317 
Northern Natural Gas Co., December 6, 1949__.......---.--_ 1338 
Northern States Power Co. (Wis.), May 25, 1949_.....-__-__- 887 


Northern Virginia Power Co., March 8, 1949 
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Northern Virginia Power Co., October 18, 1949 

Northwestern Utilities, Not Incorporated, July 19, 1949 

Ohio Fuel Gas Co., April 27, 1949 

Ohio Power Co. and Wheeling Electric Co., September 27, 

1949 1149 
Otter Tail Power Co., January 18, 1949 624 
-anhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., June 14, 1949 919 
Pennsylvania Electric Co., January 18, 1949 624 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., April 12, 1949 799 
Peoples Gas Light & Coke Co., December 20, 1949 1391 
Pittsburgh, City of v. Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co., 

Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co.; Pittsburgh and West 

Virginia Gas Co., Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., docket 

Nos. G—627, G—635 
Potomac Edison Co., October 18, 1949 a 1187 
Potomac Electric Power Co., March 15, 1949 761 
Potomac Gas Co., February 15, 1949 700 
Potomac Light & Power Co., October 18, 1949 ; 1186 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire and Central Vermont 

Public Service Corp., November 1, 1949 1228 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, July 7, 1949_ 976 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, July 7, 1949__.---___--__-_---_- 977 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, August 29, 1949 1069 
Rockland Light & Power Co., August 29, 1949 1085 
Sioux City Gas & Electric Co., July 19, 1949 1007 
Sioux City Gas & Electric Co., August 4, 1949._....-.--_____ 1059 
South Penn Natural Gas Co., August 29, 1949 Sct 1084 
Southern Counties Gas Co. of California, docket No. G—11 1283 
Southern Counties Gas Co. of California, docket No. G—11f 1385 
Southern Natural Gas Co., January 25, 1949__- ies 641 
Southern Natural Gas Co., February 1, 1949_______- ‘ a 667 
Southern Natural Gas Co., February 8, 1949 ; 681 
Southern Natural Gas Co., April 27, 1949_____-___- 822 
Southern Natural Gas Co., May 11, 1949__ Z 863 
Southern Natural Gas Co., May 17, 1949 paid : 874 
Southern Natural Gas Co., June 21, 1949__- uid 939 
Southern Natural Gas Co., August 29, 1949 
Southern Natural Gas Co., August 29, 1949______ ’ 1086 
Southern Natural Gas Co., September 21, 1949_____- 1145 
Southwestern Gas & Electric Co., January 4, 1949 602 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., July 7, 1949__ 971 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., November 29, 1949 1314 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., December 20, 1949_...--____ 1391 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1160 751 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., April 21, 1949_...._______ 817 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., July 18, 1949__..________ 998 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., September 13, 1949 1124 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., September 30, 1949 1160 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., October 4, 1949________- 1162 








1472 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

















RATES 


1. ScHEDULES—Continued 


Continued 





Page 





Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., October 11, 1949____._--._. 1172 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., December 20, 1949____---- 1387 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—-1089_-__--_- 1356 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., April 12, 1949__ iia aan 800 
Texts Gas Transmission Corp., August 4, 1949__.._--__--__--_- 1063 


Texas Gas Transmission Corp., December 13, 1949__._----_---. 1362 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—S59____ —— ae 
Union Electric Power Co., November 1, 1949____------~_- J - 1229 
Union Electric Power Co., November 29, 1949 = Jaiiams ae 
Union Electric Power Co., December 13, 1949 shod -.. 1362 
United Fuel Gas Co., Pittsburgh and West Virginia Gas Co., 


Dees Oy ee en dak is Stic lace is 744 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., February 8, 1949____________ aati 682 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., December 20, 1949 with ae 
United Natural Gas Co., March 1, 1949____~~-- Je aiitieacakedan 738 
Washington Water Power Co., January 18, 1949 ———— 


Washington Water Power Co., Pacific Power & Light Co., 





























I BL ce enna etd ens 661 
West Texas Gas Co., July 12, 1949__ % ee 
Wisconsin-Michigan Power Co., June 14, 1949___-_----___--__ 917 


Amended, 





Council Bluffs Gas Co., Central Electric & Gas Co., Minnesota 
Valley Natural Gas Co., Minneapolis Gas Light Co., Hastings 
Gas Co., and Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Co. v. Northern 
Natural Gas Co.; Northern Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. 
G-1107, G-1041, G—1046, G—1049, G—1050, G-1101, G—1108_ 


——— | 
United Fuel Gas Co., January 31, 1949____ i ca ee 
(d) Cancellation. 
Commonwealth & Southern Corp. (N. Y.), April 12, 1949__._._.._ 807 
Connecticut River Power Co. and Public Service Co. of New 
DATO, CRI Ii ois ess dnciitictctaeeeinsbcatacnnniicaiineeiiiien 1165 
Gulf States Utilities Co., January 18, 1949____- blaine ae. ae 
Gulf States Utilities Co., August 2, 1949______ ee 
New England Power Co. and Eastern Massachusetts Electric 
Co., April 5, 1949_ ciate iain Racial Scania etal maaan 789 
Newport Electric Corp., February 15, 1949__._-__-____- —— 
Otter Tail Power Co., July 19, 1949__.-_-_-_--_ ss deintiicdiabaicliistaln 1008 
(e) Confirming and Approving. 
Bonneville Project, Columbia River, Washington-Oregon, docket 
Nos. IT-6087, IT-6088, IT-6089, IT-GO090______--__________ 1358 
Fort Peck Project, Mont., Bureau of Reclamation, Department 
of the Interior, docket No. IT-5891___-___ Leos ber ie 819 
Southwestern Power Administration, docket No, E-6125 ome 985 
United States Department of the Interior, docket No. E-6157_- 638 
(f) Modification of Suspension Denied. 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1292__.-..._._. _._-____- - 1290 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-1100_______ 
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(zg) Motion for Modification or Stay Denied. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-1214 

(h) Prescribed. 
Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., docket No. IT-5915________ 
Rejected. 
Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., docket No. IT-5915 
Southern Counties Gas Co. of California, docket No. G—1157_- 
Suspended. 


Alum Rock Gas Co., docket No. G—1307 

Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. and St. Francis Electric Generat- 
ing Co.; Arkansas Power & Light Co. and Arkansas-Missouri 
Power Co., E-6185, E-6195 

Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1214 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1214 

Empire District Electric Co., docket No. E-6255 

Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1292_______.___--_..__- 

Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G—1230 

Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—1268 

Otter Tail Power Co., docket No. E-6196. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1240 

Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., docket No. E-6213_..._._-____ 

Vacating Suspension. 

Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G—1230 

(1) Vacation of Suspension Denied. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-1214 


2. Orpder Repuctne Rates MopmIFiep. 


Chicago District Electric Generating Corp., docket No. IT-5500__ 
3. OrDER REQUIRING ACCOUNTING FOR INCREASED RATES. 
Otter Tail Power Co., docket No. E-6196 
REHEARING. See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 9. Renearrine, RE- 
CONSIDERATION AND REARGUMENT. 
RIGHT OF WAY. 
Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 371, docket No. 
DA-38-New Mexico-New Mexico State Highway Commis- 


Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 27, docket No. DA-— 
279-Colorado—Colorado State Highway Department 

Land withdrawn in power site reserves Nos. 58 and 543, docket 
No. DA-716—California—State of California 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 200 and project 
No. 532, docket No. DA-722-California Division of Highways, 
Department of Public Works, State of California 
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SALE. See CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SALE. 
SECURITIES. 


1. ACQUISITION OF. 


> 


Louisville Gas & Electric Co. and Louisville Transmission 
Corp., docket No. E-6245 
Potomac Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6219 


2. ISSUANCE AUTHORIZED. 


(a) Section 19 (F. P. A.). 


(b) 


Telluride Power Co., docket No. E-6214 

Section 204 (F. P. A.). 

Black Hills Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6189 

Black Hills Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6240 

California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6186 

California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6187 

California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6222_......-____ 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-6188 

Duke Power Co., docket No. E-6180 

El Paso Electric Co., docket No. E-6231 

Florida Power Corp., docket No. E-6244 

Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6: 

Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6229_......._-_--__.. 
julf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6242 

Holyoke Water Power Co., docket No. E-6225 

Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-6206 

Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-6237 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E-6243 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. E-6218 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. E-6226____-___----- 
Mountain States Power Co., docket No. E-6200 

Newport Electric Corp., docket No. E-6250 

Northwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E-6215__.._______ 
Otter Tail Power Co., docket No. E-6198_____._..-.__-......-. 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. E-62: 

Supplemental Order. 

California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6186 

Duke Power Co., docket No. E-6180 

Florida Power Corp., docket No. E-6244 

xulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6182 

Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6242__.-_.-.__.__-___- 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-6206 

Mountain States Power Co., docket No. E-6200 


8. OrpER AMENDING ISSUANCE. 


Wisconsin River Power Co., docket No. E-6117 


SERVICE RULES AND REGULATIONS. 


1. INTERIM ORDER. 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1240 





